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ADVERTISEMENT. 

Thb  following  Work  was  originally  undertaken  for  the  purpoae  of  illustrating  the 
important  fact  adverted  to  in  a  Charge  of  my  own  Ecclesiastical  Superior,*  as  a  singular 
and  significant  circumstance  in  the  history  of  Tractarianism, — ^that  ^  in  no  one  instanco 
hu  the  System  which  it  is  the  great  object  of  the  Movement  to  advocate  and  restore, 
received  the  formal  and  avowed  sanction  and  approval  of  any  Member  of  the  Episcopal 

Bench  ;^ but  that  '<  the  Authors  and  Defenders  of  the  Oxford  Tracts  are  left 

(bstitote  of  that  high  oontemponmeous  and  authoritative  support  of  which,  if  deserved, 
no  incidental  considerations  of  propriety  or  expediency  would  have  deprived  them.** 

As  an  Argumenium  ad  hcmmem^  the  value  of  the  Publication  has  been  materially 
diminished  by  the  more  recent  development  of  the  principles  and  practloes  of  the 
Tiaetarian  School  ;-t-  but  as  a  faithful  Record  of  the  ex  oathedrti  Judgments  of  the 
Prelates  of  the  English  Church,  ''at  the  commencement  of  one  of  the  most  eventful 
epochs  in  her  history,**:^  it  will,  I  trust,  be  found  to  possess  no  inconsiderable  interest 
and  importanoe. 

With  this  view  I  have  anxiously  endeavoured  to  render  it  as  complete  as  possible ; 
and  venture  to  assert,  that  neither  in  the  Chargee  themselves,  nor  in  the  Noies  and 
Appeiu&cee  attached  to  them  by  thehr  Authors,  has  a  tingle  egllable  been  omitted 
which  can  be  said  to  bear  directly  or  indirectly§  upon  the  controversy  in  question. 

The  Chargss  are  arranged  alphabetically, — according  to  the  years  in  which  they 
were  delivered, — under  the  heads  which  form  the  subject  of  the  several  Chapters ; 
while  to  avoid  the  imputation  of  having  done  violence  to  the  context,  a  SynOietioal 
Index  has  been  added,  by  reference  to  which  the  paragraphs  of  every  Charge  may  be 
lead  consecutively,  as  they  stand  in  the  documents  from  which  they  are  taken.  The 
«teAef  are,  in  every  instance,  copied  from  the  original,  unless  the  contrary  is  intimated 


^  _. „  ..     this  mode  of   harassing   the 

Church  by  pullishht^  these  little  addresses. 


*  Tide  Charge  ei  the  Dsam  ov  SALisBvav,  it^a,  p.  127, par.  e— s. 

,f  Witneei  the  foUowinr  eatimtttes  of  the  amoant  of  deferenco  dtu)  to  BpitcoiNtl  Charges*  at 

"^ — ' '  *  1  of  the  M  orement ; — 

1M4. 
"  Aooording  t  the  very  proper  understand- 
iam  at  which  we  all  seem,  for  variom  reamiu, 
to  hare  arrived,  we  should  not  hare  thought  it 
right  to  savmuch  of  thia  or  aay  other  EpiMopal 
Cham.  The  time  seema  to  have  come  for 
complaining  of 
'^'   rehhypubl 

Mr.  Newman,  with  much  reTeroacc,  once 
aaid  that '  a  Bishop's  lightest  word  was  heavy ;' 
some  of  the  Bishops  seem  to  be  anxious  to  shew 
that  their  words  are  not  always  to  be  looked  at 
under  thia  air  of  authority."— iPii^MfA  Church- 
man. 

Addjiioiial  iUiistrations  of  Tractarian  Reverence  for  Episcopacif  will  be  found  in  Appendix  G, 
^fra,  p.  095. 
t  Vide  Charge  of  the  Bishop  opOxiord,  18»,  it^fra,  p.  11. 

\  SereFBl  adjects  have  been  indnded  which  have  only  an  indirect  connection  with  the  Tract* 
naa  Morement;  such  aa  the  VaUditjf  of  Lay  Baptism,  the  Restoration  of  Convocation,  dec. : 
^  learned  diaeertations  of  the  Bishops  of  Adstsaua  and  Ezstkr  on  the  former  of  these  topics, 
°(cspy  a  coDsidferable  space  in  the  present  rolume. 


1838. 
-The  Bishop  of  Oxford  has  iuat  published  his 
Cbtrge,  which  will  be  read  with  much  interest. 
•  •  .  .  It  ia  remarkable  as  giving  judgment 
>poB  the  TracU  for  the  Times.  This  is  a  me* 
ttoraUe  precedent,  and  shews  what  lies  befbre 
u.  TV  Chmrch  is  resuming  her  Judicial 
PstuT.  (Sic.)  We  only  wish  that  other  parties 
^)may  defer  to  her  as  frankly  aa  would,  we  feel 
ttnred,  the  writers  of  the  abore-mentioned 
fnos,  were  there  a  call  made  on  them.**— 
British  CrUic. 


-S7S94 


IV  ADVERTISEMENT. 

in  a  note.    The  Paragraphs  enclosed  in  brackets  are  only  partiallj  quoted,  and  will  be 
found,  at  length,  under  some  other  head. 

The  XoTBs  which  have  been  introduced,  and  which  are  kept  wholly  distinct  from 
the  body  of  the  Work,  are  principally  intended  to  illustrate  the  history  and  tendency 
of  the  Movement  by  the  statement  of  facts  connected  with  its  progress^  as  well  as  by 
quotations  from  the  leading  writers  on  either  side  of  the  controversy.  In  some  few 
instances  indeed  they  have  assumed  a  different  character,  in  justification  of  which  I 
appeal  to  the  paramount  importance  of  the  subjects  to  which  they  refer.  Of  this 
description  are  the  rem^ks  wiiidh  I  have  presumed  to  make  upon  the  misrepre- 
sentations* of  some  parts  of  the  Bishop  of  Chkstbr^s  Charge, — and,  as  I  conceive, 
of  the  teaching  of  our  Church, — ^by  the  Bishop  of  Exktbr  ;-t-  and  also,  upon  the 
assertion  of  the  Bishop  of  St.  David^s,  that  the  controversy  between  the  Tiacta- 
rians  and  thdr  opponents,  on  the  fundamental  Doctrine  of  JwUficaiionf  is  ^  a  dupuU 
qf  wordt  invdvitiff  no  real  differenee  qf  opifitoft.**t 

For  the  insertion  of  some  few  of  the  extracts  contained  in  the  Appsndix,  I  have  felt 
it  necessary  to  offer  an  apology  :§  with  regard  to  others — most  frivolous  indeed,  but 
not  equally  disgusting — the  reader  is  requested  to  bear  in  mind  that  if  there  bo  '*  gold 
and  precious  stones  *'  in  the  composition  of  the  structure  which  the  Tractarians  are  so 
diligently  rearing,  there  is  a  far  greater  proportion  of  "  woody  hay,  thibble,**  and 
that  these  must  not  be  overlooked  if  we  would  fonn  a  ooxxect  estimate  of  the  value  and 
character  of  their  work. 

W.  &  B. 

*  I VM  the  term  in  ita  literal,  but  not  in  an  oObnaiTe  tenae. 

t  Vide  ExBTBB,  Bishop  op.    Index  III.  p.  741,  lyhi.  X  Fide  U\fira,  note  i,  p^  M8— 370. 

S  See  the  motto  prefixed  to  Appendix  F,  page  088. 
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r."— Charge  l«4«,  p.  d. 

s  The  only  passages  in  this  Charge  which  have  appeared  in  print  are  those  quoted  by  his 
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%  taken  from  the  reports  which  appeared,  at  the  time  of  its  delivery,  in  the  public  papers. 

^  Qaotod  firma  Mr.  Perceval's  CoUection  of  Papers  connected  tHth  the  Tractarlan  movement. 
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CHAPTER  L 

IMPORTANCB    OF  THE    CONTROVBR8T — DBLIBBRATB   JUDGMENT 
OF  THB   BISHOP9   REQUIRBD. 


Wilson,  Bishop  op  Calcutta. — 1838. 

1.  If  I  dwell,  honreyer,  at  some  length  on  the  reaction  which  these 
and  a  variety  of  other  errors^  have  produced — for  a  most  fearful 
reactioD,  as  I  have  intimated,  has  begun  to  flow  in — ^it  is  for  two 
reasons  :  because  those  who  are  now  urging  human  tradition  in 
MATTBBS  OF  RELIGION,  truc  RS  somc  part  of  their  statements  may  be, 
are  manifestly  preparing  the  way  for  all  kinds  of  superstitions 
and  departures  from  the  simplicity  of  the  Oospel,  resembling  those 
of  the  GhuTch  of  Rome ;  and  also,  because,  being  indiyidual»  of 
no  OTdinary  learning  and  piety,  and  justly  entitled  to  the  highest 
respect  in  the  stations  of  influence  in  which  they  move,  their 
writings  are  likely  to  attract  considerable  attention  amongst  our 
young  divines,  and  to  be  reproduced  in  an  aggravated  form,  as 
most  other  impulses  from  home  are,  in  this  country.  It  is  the  last 
novelty  of  the  day ;  and  though  it  will  probably  soon  begin  to 
wear  itself  out,  yet  it  may  still  create  such  extraordinary  mischief 
in  India,  that  I  feel  compelled,  long  as  I  have  already  detained 
you,  not  to  withhold  from  you  such  remarks  as  occur  to  me  in 
the  way  of  respectful  precaution. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  of  Exbter. — 1839. 

1.  In  the  course  of  the  last  few  years,  it  has  been  gratifying 
to  observe,  particularly  in  the  younger  portion  of  the  Clergy,  a 


^  In  speakiog  of  ^'aome  of  the  general  features  of  the  times,  as  it  respects 
refigiMi,**  nis  Lordship  had  observed — **  The  main  evil  itself  to  which  I  refer,  is  that 
leeUess  spirit  of  change,  that  rage  for  unsettling  all  old  foundations ;  that  general 
eontempt  oi  Christian  antiqnitv ;  that  unreasonable  suspicion  of  all  churches,  all 
establnhmenta,  all  ecclesiastical  authorities ;  that  exaggeration  of  evils,  inseparable 
from  human  institutions,  to  which  I  alluded  in  my  introductorv  remarks/*—- (pp.  52, 
&.)  His  Lordship  also  refers  to  '<  vagrancy  of  mind  in  truly  pious  persons,  and 
on  religions  subjects ;  .  .  .  .  pretensions  to  miraculous  powers :  .  .  .  . 
^▼er-statements  on  the  subject  of  unfulfilled  prophecies ;  dogmatism  on  the  particular 
ioterpretation  of  texts  relating  to  the  manner  of  our  Lord^s  second  coming :  .  .  . 
^eologiaa  and  latitwdinarian  perversions  of  the  GospeL**— (pp.  56,  67.)— Ed> 
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mapife^t  An^^gT^f^t  increase  of  zeal  in  the  prosecution  of  theological 
8i>ia>e^>;lf  Hhi^  inipi:6yiejQAent  has  not  been  unattended  with  evil, 
'it  is  no  more  t&an  the  'constant  experience  of  man^s  infinnit^ 
might  prepare  us  to  expect.  Be  the  amount,  however,  of  that  evil 
stated  as  largely  as  it  may — ^be  the  excesses,  to  which  opinions 
on  either  side  of  any  of  the  disputed  points  have  been  carried, 
as  wide  of  the  truth  as  each  shall,  in  return,  represent  the  senti- 
ments of  his  adversary  to  be — still  I  congratulate  you  and  the 
Church  on  the  impulse  thus  given  to  those  studies,  to  which  our 
Ordination  vow  has  especially  pledged  us  all. 

2.  This  is  not  an  occasion,  on  which  a  discussion  of  any  of 
these  disputed  questions  could  be  advantageously,  because  it  must 
be  inadequately,  pursued.  But  you  have  a  right  to  expect  from 
me  some  declaration  of  my  sentiments  on  the  principal  matters 
which  have  been  brought  into  dispute ;  especially  on  those  which 
have  an  important  bearing  either  on  the  authority  of  your  Ministry, 
or  on  the  tone  and  character  of  your  Ministrations. 

Pearson,  Dean  op  Salisbury. — 1839. 

1.  I  hare  hitherto  dwelt  upon  points  which  are,  in  some  measure, 
external  to  the  condition  and  interests  of  the  Church.  I  cannot, 
however,  conclude  this  address,  without  adverting  to  one  of  an 
interior  and  momentous  nature,  to  which,  as  it  involves  matter  of 
controversial  discussion  and  division,  a  strong  and  imperative  sense 
of  duty  alone  induces  me  to  refer ;  and  in  noticing  which,  I  sin- 
cerely desire  to  preserve  that  spirit  of  fairness  and  candour,  and 
that  regard  to  Christian  union  and  brotherly  love,  which  ought  to 
characterize  the  expression  of  all  difference  of  sentiment  amongr 
members  of  the  same  Church.  I  allude  to  the  general  tenor  of 
the  opinions  and  sentiments  contained  in  the  '^  Tracts  for  the  Times^"* 
and  in  various  publications  to  which  those  writings  have  giveu 
birth. 

SuHNER,  Bishop  of  Chester. — 1841. 

3.  But  thankful  as  I  am  for  the  encouragements  which  we  enjoy, 
I  should  deceive  both  myself  and  you,  if  I  spoke  of  our  difficulties 
as  overcome,  or  thought  the  time  arrived  when  our  exertions  could 
be  relaxed.  There  is  an  intimation  of  what  may  be  hoped  for, 
and  ultimately  achieved ;  but  we  are  only  girding  on  our  harness, 
and  must  not  boast  ourselves  as  those  that  are  putting  it  off,  and 
have  obtained  the  victorv.  There  is  proof  that  the  doctrines  of 
the  Gospel,  when  diligently  inculcated  in  the  spirit  of  those  Articles 
which  our  Church  maintains,  will  not  be  proclaimed  in  vain ;  will 
enlist  many  hearts  on  their  side,  and  on  the  side  of  those  who 
preach  them.  But  there  is  no  proof,  and  there  never  can  be  proof, 
that  the  same  effect  can  be  produced  without  these  means,  or  by 
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any  other  means.  A  harvest  will  reward  the  diligent,  but  not  the 
careless  sower ;  the  sower  of  good  seed,  and  not  of  blighted  seed. 
The  trath  as  it  is  in  Jesus  must  be  preserved  in  its  purity  and 
simplicity,  or  we  shall  look  in  vain  for  the  fruits  which  we  desire 
to  see,  and  whidi  the  present  state  of  things  requires :  attachment 
to  the  teacher,  attachment  to  the  Church  to  which  he  belongs, 
generosity  and  active  seal  in  the  cause  of  God  and  man,  of  which 
he  is  the  adyocate. 

4.  And  here  it  is  impossible  not  to  remark  upon  the  subtle 
wiles  of  that  Adversary,  against  whom  the  Church  of  Christ  is 
set  up,  and  whose  power  it  is  destined  to  overthrow.  His  activity 
is  in  exact  proportion  to  the  activity  which  is  used  against  him. 
His  viffilance  never  fails  to  seize  the  opportunities  which  the  weak- 
ness of  man  too  frequently  supplies.  No  sooner  is  good  seed  sown 
in  the  field,  than  tares  are  found  springing  up  amidst  the  wheat. 
Such  has  been  the  case  throughout  the  whole  history  of  the  Church; 
and  it  has  been  signally  and  unexpectedly  exemplified  in  the  present 
day,  by  the  favour  shewn  to  notions  which  might  seem  inconsistent 
with  the  advancement  of  reason,  by  the  revival  of  errors  which 
might  haye  been  supposed  to  be  buried  for  ever. 

5.  To  enter  upon  this  subject  generally  or  fully,  would  be  quite 
incompatible  with  the  limits  of  a  Charge  ;^  and  to  treat  it  cur- 
sorily would  not  be  respectful  to  my  brethren.  I  shall  confine 
myself  to  a  brief  review  of  two  points,  in  which  the  interests 

^      committed  to  us  are  especially  concerned.* 

Maltby,  Bishop  op  Durham. — 1841. 

'  1.  In  adverting  to  other  matters,  which  immediately  concern 
OS,  as  ministers  and  ofiicers  of  that  branch  of  the  Holy  Catholic 
Church,  happily  established  in  these  realms,  I  must  call  your 
attention  to  the  obligations  which  rest  upon  me,  your  Bishop,  on 
this  our  day  of  solemn  meeting ;  and  to  the  manner  in  which  you 
also  are  bound  to  act  towards  him,  who,  however  unworthily,  is 
called  upon  thus  publicly,  and  from  this  chair  of  office,  to  address 
you. 

2.  My  duty,  then,  is  to  lay  before  the  Clergy,  thus  assembled, 
my  opinion  upon  points  relative  to  our  sacred  profession, — the 
ministry  of  that  Lord  and  Master  whom  we  in  common  serve ; 
the  manner  in  which  it  should  be  exercised,  the  doctrines  we  have 
solemnly  engaged  ourselves  to  teach,  the  discipline  we  are  bound 
to  maintain,  and  the  charity  we  are  equally  bound  to  practise. 

*  See  Appendix,  No.  IJ.^ 


'  The  note  here  appended  by  his  Lordship  is  riven  in  Chapter  yil.,  under  The 
OiaraeieT  iff  the  TVaeiarians  at  Controver8iaiUU.~J&D. 

'  TUs  Appendix  win  be  found  in  the  Chapter  on  Tract  90^  and  the  Interpretation 
^AeArficlee.^ZD. 
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This  our  periodical  meeting,  I  repeat,  enforces  upon  me  the  ne- 
cessity of  declaring,  upon  points  like  these,  my  opinion  and  advice, 
honestly  and  without  reserve;    but  at  the  same  time  also,  with 
calmness,  and,  I  will  add,  that  kindly  feeling,  which  it  has  been 
my  wish  to  exhibit  in  all  my  intercourse  with  yon.     I  should  act 
in  a  manner  at  variance  with  the  obligations  imposed  by  my  office, 
if  I  were  to  search  out  for  such  topics  only  as  I  judged  might  be 
pleasing  or  acceptable  to  you  in  the  address  I  am  called  upon  to 
deliver.    I  need  not  say  how  much  I  should  rejoice  if,  in  explaining 
my  own  sentiments,  I  were  able,  at  all  times,  to  find  an  entire 
agreement  with  yours.  But,  from  the  very  constitution  of  the  human 
mind — ^free  to  exercise  its  judgment,  yet,  from  the  imperfection  of 
our  fallen  nature,  liable  to  err ;  and  sometimes,  perhaps,  perverse 
in  a  preference  of  error — such  a  concurrence   cannot  always  be 
expected.     In  these  times  more  especially,  when  men^s  minds  have 
been  roused  to  an  unusual,  indeed,  an  unnatural,  pitch  of  excite- 
ment, it  would  be  surprising  if  the  range  of  speculation,  which  has 
been  so  widely  extended  in  matters  of  civil  policy  and  philosophical 
inquiry,  had  not  reached  the  more  sober  and  serious  confines  of 
theology ;  and  if  some  portion  of  the  rage  for  something  new  had 
not  produced  its  influence  upon  the  Church.      On  that  ground, 
therefore,   some   difference  may  possibly  be   found   between   the 
opinions  which  I  shall  deliver,  and  those  which  some  of  you,  my 
brethren — although,  I  am  happy  to  believe,  very  few  indeed — may- 
have  been  led  to  entertain.     Moreover,  as  it  is  my  duty  to  express 
myself  firmly  and  candidly  upon  all  such  subjects,  so  is  it  yours  to 
receive  my  observations  with  respectful  attention.     I  claim,  there- 
fore, your  dispassionate  and  most  careful  consideration ;  and  if  I 
may  not  be  so  fortunate  as  to  insure  your  immediate  acquiescence, 
it  is  my  prayer  that  the  holy  influences  of  the  Spirit  may  so  en- 
lighten me  in  addressing  you,  and  yourselves  in  listening  to  what  I 
offer,  that  the  result  may  be  to  us  all  a  more  perfect  knowledge 
of  what  it  is  indispensable  for  us  to  teach ;  and  a  firmer  union  of 
purpose  in  accomplishing  those  ends  for  which  our  Divine  Master 
was  pleased  to  become  the  Head  of  a  Church  on   earth,  and  for 
which  that  pure  and  apostolical  branch  of  it  to  which  we  belongs 
was  established  in  these  realms. 

12.  Well  am  I  aware,  my  reverend  brethren,  that  an  Episcopal 
Charge  ought  not,  indeed  cannot  be  the  vehicle  of  regular  con- 
troversy. The  various,  the  incessant,  and,  1  may  add,  the  daily- 
increasing  labours  of  our  office,  leave  very  little  leisure  for  disen- 
tangling the  subtleties  of  novel  speculation,  or  penetrating  the 
recesses  of  abstruse  disquisition.  Still  less  could  any  space, 
however  ample,  that  could  be  allotted  to  these  observations,  suffice 
for  examining  even  a  small  portion  of  what  extends  through 
nearly  one  hundred  Tracts,  and  has  given  occasion  for  almost  an 
equal  number  of  volumes  in  reply.  But  the  importance  of  the 
subject  justifies  me  in  thus  far  offering  it  to  your  attention. 
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13.  The  error  was  spreading  widely:  although  now,  I  trust, 
since  the  principles  of  the  writers  have  been  unfolded  more  dis- 
tinctly, the  thinking  part  of  the  public  have  been  put  upon  their 
guard;  and  the  young  and  the  unwary  will  be  less  disposed 
precipitately  to  admit  propositions,  which,  it  has  been  well  and 
authoritatively  said,  ^^Aave  a  tendency  to  mitigate,  beyond  what 
ehariiy  requires^  and  to  the  pr^udice  of  the  pure  truth  of  the 
Gospel,  the  very  serious  differences  which  separate  the  Church  of 
Borne  from  our  own  ;  and  to  shake  the  confidence  of  the  less 
learned  members  of  the  Church  of  England  in  the  Scriptural 
character  of  her  formularies  and  teaching,'"* 

See  alBO  paragraph  10. 

MoNCK,  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and  Bristol. — 1841. 

1.  But  while  we  are  thus  endeavouring  to  extend,  in  all 
directions,  the  influence  of  the  Church  of  England,  and  to  en- 
large the  sphere  of  its  operations,  the  question  is  suggested,  what 
is  to  be  henceforth  that  Church  for  whose  welfare  and  whose 
honour  we  are  humbly  labouring !  Is  it  still  to  continue  that  Scrip- 
tural Church,  the  glory  of  the  Reformation,  at  once  Catholic 
and  Protestant,  which  appeals  to  the  Apostles  and  Evangelists 
as  to  its  &thers  and  its  founders?  Or,  while  we  are  endea- 
vouring to  strengthen  and  extend  its  outworks,  is  there  any 
danjfer  that  the  citadel  itself  may  be  seized  and  taken  from  us 
by  a  party  of  our  own  forces,  and  given  up  to  the  allegiance 
of  an  anti-Christian  power !  Such  are  the  apprehensions  which 
possess  the  minds  of  many  in  regard  to  that  movement,  as 
it  is  called — tending  to  unusual  strictness  in  ceremonial  ob- 
servances, which  has  arisen  within  the  last  few  years  among 
the  Clergy,  and  is  said  to  have  diffused  itself  through  no  incon- 
adorable  part  of  .the  Laity. 

3.  In  naming  this  subject,  it  is  iust  to  premise,  that  I  am 
worse  qualified  than  most  members  oi  our  profession  to  enter  upon 
the  merits  of  publications  which  have  recently  appeared:  owing  to 
a  cause  well  known  to  all  my  Clergy,  the  calamitous  obscuration  of 
my  visual  organ  between  four  or  five  years  ago,  I  have  been  able  to 
r^d  but  little  of  new  publications  within  that  period;  and  though  I 
have  heard  much  of  those  in  question,  I  will  not  incur  the  risk  of 
misrepresenting  the  views  of  their  authors  by  adopting  statements 

•  Protest  of  certain  Tutors  at  Oxford  to  the  Editor  of  "  Tracts  for  the  Times.'** 


*  This  Protest,  with  other  docnments  connected  with  it,  will  be  found  in  Appendix  A. 
-.Edu 
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tohich  may  have  been  incorrect  or  inaccurate.^  Nevertheless,  I  feel 
it  impossible  to  be  altogether  silent  as  to  this  subject  at  our 
present  meeting.  Having,  on  many  occasions,  experienced  the 
confiding  disposition  of  my  Clergy,  and  their  wish  to  learn  the 
views  of  their  Bishop  upon  all  questions  regarding  our  beloved 
Church,  I  am  sensible  that  they  would  be  dissatisfied  if  left  in 
ignorance  of  his  opinions  upon  matters  touching  so  vitally  her 
Christian  character.  Upon  such  parts^  therefore^  of  the  newly^ 
propounded  theories  as  I  have  haa  competent  means  of  informing 
myself  ^  I  shall  not  hesitate  to  avow  my  sentiments ;  par- 
ticularly on  the  three  following  points: — (1.)  A  recommenda- 
tion to  use  Reserve  in  preaching  the  doctrine  of  our  Lord'^s 
Atonement ;  (2.)  The  claims  asserted  in  favour  of  Tradition,  as 
part  of  the  Christian  Revelation ;  and  (3.)  The  recently-published 
commentary  upon  our  Articles  of  Religion. 

See  also  paragraph  8. 

BowsTEAD,  Bishop  of  Lichfield.^ — 1841. 

1.  And  here  I  would  gladly  draw  my  observations  to  a 
close,  but  for  the  alarming  symptoms  which  have  lately  appeared 
within  the  pale  of  our  own  establishment.  Opinions  and  principles 
have  been  broached,  which  have  excited,  in  many  minds,  the 
most  painful  anxiety  for  the  future  welfare  of  our  reformed  and 
apostolic  Church.  I  feel  it,  therefore,  my  duty,  to  speak  of  what 
I  consider  to  be  some  of  the  tendencies  of  these  opinions,  in  order  to 
put  the  younger  and  less  experienced  of  the  Clergy  on  their  guard. 

Sumner,  Bishop  of  Winchester. — 1841. 

1.  It  will,  doubtless,  happen  that,  whilst  we  thus  defend 
the  outworks  of  our  Zion,  and  vindicate  her  endowments,  and 


5. 6*  The  Bishop  of  Gloucester  is  ooe  of  the  Prelates  iq)oii  whose  Charges  Dr. 
Pusey  animadverted,  in  his  ''Letter  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,"  1842. 
**  These  Bishops,"  says  Dr.  P.,  *'  mean  to  condemn  what  they  think  tu  to  ft^."— -(p.  83.) 
And  again :  '*  The  Bishops  seem  to  have  had  in  view  certain  dangers  from  iruulaied 
statemenU :  amid  their  many  duties,  some  of  them  manifestly  have  not  had  leisure 
to  examine,  as  a  whole,  the  teaching  upon  which  they  had  to  speak.  They  seem 
mostly  to  have  formed  their  warnings  on  detached  passages,  or  at  the  very  utmost, 
insulated  Tracts,  without  having  time  to  inquire  whether  one  part  may  not  have 
been  been  corrected  by  another :  they  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  enter  into  the 
whole  subject." — (pp.  47,  48.)  And  again :  ^*  If,  instead  of  guidance,  our  Clergy  are 
but  silenced  by  general  admonitions,  or  warned  away  from  this  or  that  point,  or 
receive  but  admomtions  which  sound  like  condemnation,  but  which  they  know  not  to 
be  Jbunded  on  any  thorough  understanding  of  the  views  condemned,  things  can  but 
become  worse." — (p.  143.)  And  again :  "  The  Bishop  op  Gloucbstkr  speaks  but  on 
Tract  90,  on  Reserve  and  Tradition,  although  the  affliction,  in  which  all  must  sympa- 
thize, may  have  prevented  his  acquainting  himself  with  other  points,  as  well  as  our 
real  meaning  as  to  those  on  which  he  speaks,^* — (p.  97.)^N.B.  The  italics  in  the  text 
are  not  his  Lordsliip^s. — Ed. 

"^  It  has  been  already  observed,  that  the  Charge  of  the  Bishop  of  Lichfield  is  taken 
from  the  report  which  appeared,  at  the  time  of  its  delivery,  in  the  public  papers.— Ei>. 
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maiiitain  the  privileges  with  which  she  has  been  invested,  not,  be 
it  remembered,  for  the  benefit  of  the  Clergy,  or  of  any  separate 
class,  bot  for  the  general  good  of  the  community,  we  shall  be 
taunted  with  the  vulgar  cry  of  a  kingdom  of  this  world,  and 
stigmatized  as  meml^rs  of  nothing  better  than  a  law-church. 
Iniereeted  motives  may  be  imputed.  The  purity  and  simplicity 
of  the  Oospel  may  be  aenied  to  us.  .  Be  it  so  :  provided  only  that 
within  the  citadel  are  true-hearted  men,  imbued  with  the  spirit  of 
a  soimd  mind,  '*  strong  in  the  Lord,  and  in  the  power  of  his 
might,'^  and  able  to  give  a  reason  of  the  hope  that  is  in  them. 
Be  it  8o  :  so  long  as  the  trumpet  from  our  battlements  gives  no 
nnoertain  sound,  and  the  watchmen  on  our  towers  hear  the  word 
at  the  Lord^s  mouth,  and  warn  the  people  from  him.  It  is  the 
Chardi'*8  praise  that  her  beauty  and  her  strength  are  internal 
and  spiritaal.  *'  The  king^s  daughter  is  all-glorious  within.^^  Bob 
her  of  this  majesty,  sully  her  white  vestments,  divest  her  of  her 
inward  adorning,  the  robe  of  righteousness  and  salvation,  and  you 
defraud  her  of  her  power  and  grace ;  her  fine  gold  is  tarnished, 
her  CTOwn  is  humbled  in  the  dust,  and  she  stands  before  her 
enemies,  resourceless  and  dishonoured. 

2.  Are  we  then,  as  a  Church,  in  risk  of  incurring  any  such 
danger  !  Is  our  glory  in  any  jeopardy !  Is  there  heard,  as  it  were, 
something  of  a  confused  sound  of  voices  at  a  distance,  which 
might  make  some  Eli,  sitting  in  the  gate,  to  tremble  for  the 
ark  of  God !  If  there  be  in  the  horizon  as  much  as  the  earliest 
risingf  of  a  little  cloud,  you  have  a  right  to  expect,  from  one  in 
the  position  which  the  duty  of  my  office  bids  me  discharge,  this 
day,  the  explicit  declaration  of  my  fears.  And  you  will  give  me 
yonr  candid  attention  a  little  longer,  while  I  attempt,  in  honest 
jealousy  for  what  I  deem  the  truth,  to  point  out  some  of  the 
groundJjB  of  my  apprehension. 

Maltby,  Bishop  op  Durham. — 1842. 

Charge  to  the  Clergy  of  Hexhamshire. 

Circumstances  had,  in  my  judgment,  called  for  an  expression 
of  opinion  from  the  Heads  of  the  Church,  upon  some  points  con- 
nected with  its  doctrine,  discipline,  and  general  ministration; 
concerning  ^rhich  contention  had  unhappily  arisen.  It  is  far 
from  my  intention  to  touch  upon  any  of  these  points  now.  I  then^ 
gave  my  opinion,  as  I  thought  it  incumbent  upon  me  to  do,  honestly 
and  firmly,  yet,  I  hope,  without  departing  from  that  feeling  of 
respect  which  is  due  to  the  leading  authors  of  the  movement ; 
although  I  differ  from  them  widely  as  to  the  existence  of  any  evils 
which  should   call   their  powers  of   disputation  into   action,  and 


s  His  Lordship  refers  to  his  Chaise  of  1641,  quoted  above.*-£D. 
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as  to  the  wisdom   and  propriety  of  the   means  hj  which  they 
endeavour  to  remedy  the  supposed  disorders. 

MusaRAVE,  Bishop  of  Hbbbford. — 1842. 

73.  The  remarks,  which  a  sense  of  duty  has  compelled  me 
to  make,  hy  way  of  caution,  are  now  concluded.  I  have  spoken 
in  the  hearing  of  some  to  whom  I  would  much  rather  have 
listened.  I  have  spoken  reluctantly,  and  because  the  notions 
referred  to  have  been  widely  disseminated,  and  are  said  to  have 
found  favour  where  it  was  least  to  be  wished  or  expected ;  and 
because  efforts  have  not  been  wanting,  by  uncandid  and  tortuous 
criticism,  by  intricate  and  subtle  explanation,  to  reconcile  them 
with  the  meaning  of  the  Church,  which  is  so  plainly  and  ob- 
viously to  the  contrary ;  and,  by  garbled  and  disingenuous  quota- 
tion from  some  of  her  greatest  Divines,  to  make  the  unwary  and 
unlearned  believe,  that  all  the  weight  of  authority  is  on  the  side 
of  those  who  maintain  these  errors,  while  a  death-like  silence  is 
preserved  on  the  unanswerable  refutations,  which  have  appeared 
from  many  learned  writers. 

74.  I  have  spoken,  because  I  deem  the  patrons  of  the  system 
to  be  in  grievous  and  dangerous  error;  seeming  to  innovate 
where  innovation  would  be  mischievous  and  full  of  peril ;  and 
betraying  withal,  by  scarcely  disguised  panegyric,  or  by  half- 
blushing  blame,  an  undue  attachment  to  the  doctrine  and  dis- 
cipline of  Papal  Home. 

Blomfisld,  Bishop  of  London. — 1842. 

1.  I  have  looked  forward  to  meeting  you,  on  the  occasion 
of  my  fourth  Visitation,  with  mingled  feelings  of  pleasure  and 
anxiety :  of  pleasure,  as  being  permitted  by  the  goodness  of  God 
to  congratulate  you  upon  the  Church's  increased  and  increasing 
energy,  and  usefulness,  and  power;  of  anxiety,  as  being  sensible 
that  I  should  be  expected  to  speak,  with  the  authority  belonging 
to  my  office,  upon  the  most  important  of  the  questions,  respect- 
ing which  the  Clergy  are  at  this  time  divided  in  opinion.  These 
questions  are,  in  fact,  so  much  more  urgent  than  any  others 
which  present  themselves  as  suitable  topics  of  an  address  upon 
this  occasion,  that  I  make  no  apology  for  entering  upon  them  at 
once,  without  pausing  to  notice  matters  of  inferior  moment. 

2,  The  questions,  to  which  I  allude,  relate  partly  to  the  doc- 
trines of  our  Church,  and  partly  to  its  ritual.  It  will  not  be 
possible  for  me,  in  the  compass  of  a  Charge,  to  do  more  than 
touch,  in  a  summary  manner,  upon  the  principal  features  of  the 
controversy  now  carrying  on  amongst  us;  and  1  must,  therefore, 
abstain,  as  far  as  the  nature  of  the  subjects  will  permit,  from 
lengthened  argument  and  discussion:    but  you  have  a  right  to 
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know  mj  opinions  on  these  matters ;  and  I  shall  proceed  to  state 
them  as  plainly  and  as  briefly  as  I  can.  This  is  the  first  oppor- 
tunity which  I  have  had  of  doing  so,  in  an  official  address  to 
the  Clergy,  since  the  controversy  assamed  a  definite  and  prominent 
shape;  and  I  acknowledge  that  I  was  not  unwilling  to  pause, 
and  to  be  silent  for  a  time,  in  the  hope  that  those,  who  have 
been  engaged  in  that  controversy,  would  see  the  evils  which 
must  ensue  to  the  Church  from  its  continuance,  and  be  led  to 
modifjT,  or,  at  least,  to  keep  within  their  own  bosoms,  what  I 
considered  to  be  extreme  opinions.  That  hope  has  unhappily 
passed  away;  and  it  now  remains  far  me  to  perform  the  duty 
of  pronouncing  that  deliberate  judgment  which  the  Clergy  of  my 
own  diocese  are  entitled  to  look  for.  In  so  doing,  it  will  be 
my  endeavour,  in  humble  reliance  upon  the  raidance  of  the 
Holy  Spirit,  not  to  enter  into  a  polemical  discussion  on  the  truth 
of  the  doctrines,  or  the  propriety  of  the  rites  and  ceremonies, 
which  will  come  under  consideration ;  but  to  act  as  an  interpreter 
of  the  Churches  sense  as  to  the  one,  and  of  her  will  as  to  the 
other.  If  these  can  be  clearly  ascertained,  we  can  have  no 
difficulty,  looking  to  the  relation  in  which  we  stand  to  her,  as 
to  what  we  are  to  teach,  or  how  we  are  to  minister:  for  we 
have  all  solemnly  promised,  at  our  Ordination,  to  "give  our 
faithful  diligence  always  so  to  minister  the  doctrine,  and  sacraments, 
and  the  discipline  of  Christ,  as  the  Lord  hath  commanded,  and 
as  this  Church  and  realm  hath  received  the  same."" 

O^BaiEN,  Bishop  op  Ossort,  Ferns,  and  Leighlin. — 1842, 

90.  I  believe  I  may  now  release  you  from  the  prolonged  review 
in  which  I  have  found  it  necessary  to  engage  you.  I  fear  it 
has  been  an  irksome  task ;  but  I  did  not  feel  that  I  could  avoid 
imposing  it  upon  you.  Of  all  the  errors  of  our  day,  many  and 
grievous  as  they  are,  the  two^  which  we  have  been  considering 
appear  the  most  deadly — the  most  certain,  if  they  prevail,  to 
quench  the  light  which  the  Church  was  intended  to  hold  up  in 
the  midst  of  this  fallen  world.  And  aiming,  as  they  do,  at  res- 
training or  nullifying  the  word  of  reconciliation  entrusted  to  you, 
they  lay  so  directly  in  my  way  in  speaking  to  you  of  your 
ministerial  duties,  that  I  could  not  avoid  distinctly  ^  noticing 
them.  And  finally,  as  in  recommending  them,  or  defending  them, 
they  both,  particularly  the  first,  have,  at  different  times,  assumed 
somewhat  different  shapes,  I  have  thought  it  necessary,  at  whatever 
cost  of  time,^  to  make  you  fully  understand  what  they  are,  as  well 
as  what  are  the  grounds  upon  which  they  rest. 

9  His  Lordship  refers  to  the  views  of  Reserve  in  communicating  the  Doctrine  qf  the 
Atonement^  and  of  Sin  qfler  Baptism,  set  forth  in  Tracts  80,  87,  and  68 — Ed. 

1  His  Lordship'k  Charge  is  said  to  hare  occupied  more  than  three  hours  in  delivery. 
—Ed. 
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91.  I  make  no  doubt  that  some  of  my  hearers  think  that  I 
have  imposed  upon  them,  and  upon  myself,  a  very  superfluous 
labour,  in  examining,  at  such  length,  arguments  so  weak,  in 
support  of  errors  so  gross  and  palpable ;  and  that  an  enterprise 
at  once  so  desperate,  and  so  feebly  supported,  might  have  been 
safely  left  to  itself,  with  little  anxiety  about  the  result.  But  it 
is  never  safe  to  calculate  upon  the  effects  of  any  arguments, 
without  taking  into  account  the  state  of  feeling  of  those  to 
whom  they  are  addressed.  Prepossessions,  for  or  against  what 
it  is  intended  to  establish,  can  give  strength  to  the  weakest 
reasoning,  and  neutralize  the  force  of  the  strongest.  And  for 
the  false  teaching  which  we  have  been  reviewing,  preparation 
was  made  so  perseveringly  and  so  successfully,  that,  though  it  has 
been  resolutely  rejected  by  a  great  majority  of  the  Ministers  and 
the  Members  of  the  Church,  it  has  been  gladly  received  and 
acted  on  by  a  minority,  which  is  not  inconsiderable  in  point  of 
numbers,  and  which  is  most  formidable,  as  possessing,  in  an  eminent 
degree,  the  characteristic  combination,  and  zeal,  and  energy  of 
the  aggressive  party. 

f  ...  I  do  trust  that  they  to  whom  this  submissive  menace^  is 
addressed,  will  not  be  deterred  from  discharging  the  duties  which 
rest  upon  them  at  this  crisis,  by  any  apprehensions  of  the  defection 

with  which  they  are  threatened^ I  am  very  sure 

that  the  apprehension  which  is  attempted  to  be  infused  into  the 
heads  of  the  Church,  that  if  they  speak  distinctly  and  decidedly 
upon  the  principles  and  designs  of  this  party,  the  slender  and 
precarious  tie  which  binds  such  persons  to  her,  will  be  broken, 
would  be  a  very  bad  reason  for  suppressing  or  softening  any  words 
of  reproof,  and  warning,  which  they  may  feel  that  the  crisis 
demands.  They  will,  I  doubt  not,  discharge  the  duty  that  rests 
upon  them  faithfully.  May  we  all,  my  brethren,  each  in  his  place, 
be  kept  faithful  to  our  duty  in  this  trying  time.  An  arduous  one, 
at  best,  it  is.  But  it  ought  to  be  somewhat  lightened  by  our  being 
forewarned  of  its  difiiculties.  And  we  now  know  what  is  before  us. 
A  struggle — ^for  I  do  trust  we  are  united  in  a  determination  to 
struggle  in  this  cause — a  struggle,  with  those  who  avow  that  it  is 
their  purpose,  at  all  hazards,  and  at  all  costs,  to  unprotestantize  the 
National  Church ;  and  who,  far  as  they  have  already  receded, 
acknowledge  and  proclaim,  that  they  are  bound,  and  that  they  are 
resolved,  to  recede  mare  and  more  from  the  principles  of  the  English 
Beformation.^] 

See  aJbo  paragraph  162. 


'  His  Lordship  is  speakiDg  of  Dr.  Pusey^i  Letter  to  the  Archbishop  qf  Canterbury. 
Videparagraphs  165 — 167.     The  italics  are  not  his  Lordship's Ed. 

•  Tne  paragraphs  enclosed  in  hrackets  are  only  partially  quoted,  being  given  at 
length  under  some  other  head.  This  passage  will  be  found  entire  in  paragraphs  ld8 
169  of  his  Lordsliip's  Charge — Ed.  "  * 

♦  To  the  publication  of  the  notorious  passage  here  referred  to  by  his  Lordship,  the 
Church  of  EngUnd  is  indebted  for  the  masterly  <<  Defence  qf  the  Prindptee  qf  the 
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Bagot,  Bishop  op  Oxford. — 1842. 

1.  Yoa  must  yourselves  feel,  as  I  have  long  since  felt,  that  of 
all  Dioceses,  that  of  Oxford  is,  perhaps,  the  one  which,  at  the  present 
time,  can  least  bear  any  intermption  of  intercourse  between  the 
Bishop  and  his  Clergy. 

2.  Since  I  last  addressed  you  collectively  from  this  chair,  four 
rears  have  elapsed  ;  and,  although  it  commonly  happens,  that  men 
are  disposed  to  exaggerate  the  importance  of  events  occurring  in 
their  own  time,  and  in  which  they  are  themselves,  more  or  less,  the 
actors, — still  I  cannot  but  think,  that  those  four  years  will  be 
hereafter  looked  upon  as  the  commencement  of  one  of  the  most 
eventful  epochs  in  the  history  of  the  English  Catholic  Church. 

3.  Would  to  God,  that  he,  who  has  been  called  to  predde  over 
jon  at  so  momentous  a  period,  had  been  an  abler  and  a  better 
man — one  more  fitted,  by  learning,  clear-sightedness,  and  expe- 
rience, to  cope  with  the  emergencies  of  the  times,  and  to  guide  you 
far  better  than  I  can  hope  to  do,  amid  the  daily  increasing  difficul- 
ties of  our  position  !  My  trust,  however,  is  in  that  strength,  which 
is  made  perfect  in  weakness ;  my  comfort,  in  the  assurance  of  your 
prayers.     But  to  proceed. — 

Denison,  Bishop  of  Salisbury. — 1842. 

1.  But,  while  I  thus  express  my  satisfaction  at  the  general 
improvement  of  tone  and  habit  which  I  believe  to  be  in  progress 
among-  the  Clergy,  you  will,  perhaps,  expect  that  I  should  not 
pass  over,  in  silence,  those  differences  of  theological  opinion  which 
have  now  for  some  years  excited  so  much  attention  among  the 
members  of  our  Church ;  which,  in  the  course  of  the  last  year, 
have  done  so  in  a  very  increased  degree;  and  which  appear  to 
many  persons,  for  whose  opinions  I  entertain  a  very  high 
respect,  to  threaten  the  Church  with  most  serious  and  imminent 
danger. 

2.  I  cannot,  now,  attempt  to  enter  into  much  detail  on 
these  points;  though  it  would  not  be  fittincf  to  leave  you  in 
ignorance  of  the  general  bearing  of  my  opinion  on  a  subject 
of  so  great  importance,  and  which  is,  in  different  quarters,  re- 
garded in  so  different  a  light.  I  have,  indeed,  already  said 
eometbiug  on  one  branch  of  this  controversy,  in  a  Charge^  at 
my  last  Ordination,  which  has  since  been  published  ;*  something, 
again,  I  have  said  in  a  Sermon,^  preached  in  St.  Paulas  Cathedral, 

•  •*  T*he  Obiiffotiofu  of  the  Clergy  in  preachinff  the  Word  qf  Godr^  A  Charge  deli- 
vered at  his  orJBnatioii,  in  Lent,  1842,  by  Edward  Denison,  D.D.,  Bishop  of  Saiisbiuy. 


E»9hih  Hefomaiitm  from  the  Attacks  qf  the  Tractariatu,^^  by  the  Rev.  Charles  S. 
fttM,  M.A.,  late  Fellow  of  Trinity  College,  Cambridge,  and  now  Prebendary  of 
Gainsfaorougb.     The  passage  will  be  found  at  length  in  paraeraph  153.~£d. 

'*  ^-  Extracts  from  the  Charge  and  Sermon  referred  to  by  his  Lordship  will  be  found 
a  snhveqiieat  Chapters.— En. 


12  IMPORTANGU  OF  THE  GONTBOVBBSY. 

at  the  Anniversary  of  the  Society  for  the  Propagation  of  the 
Gospel,  which,  as  it  accompanies  the  Report  of  that  Society,  is 
now,  I  trust,  or  soon  will  be,  in  all  your  hands.* 

Pearson,  Dean  op  Salisbury. — 1842. 

41.  The  great  importance  and  urgency  of  the  subject  will,  I 
trust,  my  reverend  brethren,  apologize  for  detaining  you  so  long, 
as  well  as  for  a  tone  and  tenor  of  remark,  not  usual  with  me  upon 
former  occasions.  But,  painful  as  the  avowal  of  such  a  division 
is,  and  must  he,  to  every  lover  of  unity  and  peace,  I  agree  with 
one  of  the  principal  writers^  in  this  controversy,  that  two  schemes 
or  schools  of  divinity, — the  Genevan,  as  he  is  pleased  to  style  the 
one,  and  the  Catholic,  or,  as  I  shall  take  the  liberty  of  designating 
them,  the  Traditional,  and  the  Reformed  or  Scriptural, — ^are,  if  not 
"  for  the  last  time,"  which  may  be  doubted,  yet  earnestly  and  criti- 
cally struggling,  not  indeed  for  personal  or  party  ascendancy,  but 
conscientiously,  as  for  the  truth  of  God,  within  the  Church.  It  is, 
doubtless,  an  arduous  and  a  momentous  conflict ;  and  upon  the 
issue  of  it  depend,  not  only  the  destiny  of  the  Church  of  England, 
but  the  highest  interests  of  Christ^s  Church  throughout  the  world. 

See  also  paragraph  1. 

Thirlwall,  Bishop  of  St.  David'^s. — 1842. 

1.  The  subjects  to  which  I  have  been  hitherto  directing  your 
attention,  appeared  to  me  the  most  important  with  regard  to 
the  circumstances  of  the  Church  in  this  diocese ;  and  the  time 
they  have  occupied  has  left  but  little  to  spare  for  any  others. 
Yet  I  cannot  but  feel  that  I  might  not  only  be  disappointing  a 
natural  and  reasonable  expectation,  but  neglecting  a  valuable  oppor- 
tunity, and  that  I  might  seem  to  be  shrinking  from  the  discharge 
of  a  duty,  if  I  were  to  pass  over  some  other  questions,  which 
deeply  affect  the  general  interests  of  the  Church  ;  and  which  have 
been,  for  some  years  past,  and  still  are,  subjects  of  earnest  con- 
troversy. 

2.  This  controversy,  it  is  true,  can  scarcely  be  said  to  have 
found  its  way  into  this  Diocese :  here  it  has  attracted  compara- 
tively little  notice ;  and  those  of  the  Clergy  who  have  paid  any 
attention  to  it  have,  I  believe,  for  the  most  part,  viewed  it  as  from 
a  distance,  and  with  scarcely  a  livelier  feeling  than  one  of  specu- 
lative curiosity ;  and  this  may  look  like  a  reason  why  it  might 
have  been  better  to  abstain  from  adverting  to  it  on  this  occasion. 
But  I  am  not  at  liberty  to  suppose  that  views  and  opinions 
which   are    elsewhere    exercising  a  powerful    practical  influence 

*  ''The  Unity  qf  the  Church  the  Cofwersim  of  the  Warld,^  A  Sermon  preached  at 
St.  Paul'a  Cathedral,  May  27, 1842. 


Dr.  Pu8ey-.Letter  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  p.  84.— Ed. 
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on  a  great  part  of  the  body  to  which  we  belong,  can  be  a  matter 
of  indifference  to  any  of  us;  nor  does  our  present  tranquillity 
afford  any  security  that  they  may  not  become  an  occasion 
of  discord,  which  would  weaken  our  hands  and  multiply  our 
difficulties.  But  it  does  enable  me  to  address  you  on  the  subject 
with  somewhat  less  apprehension,  than  I  should  otherwise  have 
felt,  of  giving  offence ;  while  it  seems  to  impose  on  me  the  duty 
of  directing  my  remarks  to  points  which  have  a  bearing  on  our 
own  peculiar  circumstances.  That  you  have  been  permitted  to 
stand  aloof,  and  have  had  no  inducement  to  take  an  active  part 
in  that  controversy ;  and  have  thus  been  exempted  from  the 
passions  and  prejudices  which  it  has  excited  elsewhere ;  and  have 
been  enabled  to  form  an  impartial  judgment  upon  the  questions 
involved  in  it: — this  I  consider  as  an  advantage  in  your  present 
position,  which  I  trust  you  will  not  be  eager  to  part  with  ;  and  I 
hope  I  scarcely  need  to  caution  you  against  enlisting  yourselves, 
on  either  side,  before  you  have  made  yourselves  fully  acquainted 
with  the  merits  of  the  case. 

3.  This  forbearance,  which  is  so  clearly  enjoined  both  by 
justice  and  prudence,  will,  no  doubt,  appear  to  you  the  more 
important,  when  you  compare  the  great  bulk  of  the  literature 
which  this  controversy  has  produced,  with  your  ordinary  means 
and  opportunities  of  studying  it ;  and  especially  when  you  observe 
the  learning,  ability,  zeal,  and  piety,  which  have  been  exhibited 
on  both  sides.  You  will  be  the  more  reluctant  to  exchange  the 
attitude  of  spectators  for  that  of  partisans,  where  both  the  con- 
tending parties  present  so  many  claims  to  respect ;  and  you  will 
be  the  less  ready  to  believe  that  either  is  in  exclusive  possession 
of  the  truth. 

Pepys,  Bishop  op  Worcester. — 1842. 

1.  In  addressing  you,  for  the  first  time  since  the  providence  of 
God  has  placed  me  over  this  large  and  important  diocese,  I  cannot 
sufficiently  express  the  diffidence  and  self-distrust  with  which  I 
approach  the  task.  It  is  so  short  a  time  since  I  was  myself,  though 
in  another  diocese,  a  fellow-labourer  with  you  in  the  work  of  the 
ministry,  that  I  feel  almost  guilty  of  presumption  in  offering  advice, 
or  giving  directions  to  those  who  so  lately  have  been  my  equals  in 
station,  and  many  of  whom,  no  doubt,  are  my  superiors  in  learning 
as  well  as  experience.  Such,  however,  as  the  duties  are,  which 
belong  to  the  position  in  which  Providence  has  placed  us,  such  we 
are  lK>und  to  discharge  to  the  best  of  our  ability ;  and,  deeply 
conscious  as  I  am  of  my  insufficiency  for  such  duties,  I  shall  humbly 
trust,  that  my  weak  endeavours  to  promote  the  spiritual  interests  of 
this  diocese,  may  be  assisted  by  the  Grace  of  God  ;  and  shall  always 
feel  thankful  for  the  aid  and  co-operation,  which  I  feel  confident  I 
eliall  derive,  from  the  Clergy  placed  under  my  superintendence. 


14  JUDGMENT   OF  THE   BISHOPS  RSQUIBED. 

2.  But  if  this  feeling  of  dii&dence  and  insufficiency  would  be 
natural,  under  any  circumstances,  in  a  Bishop,  who  for  the  first 
time  addresses  his  assembled  Clergy,  it  is,  on  the  present  occasion, 
much  enhanced  by  the  peculiar  complexion  of  the  times  in  which 
we  live.  I  have  been  called  upon  to  preside  over  this  diocese,  at  a 
period  when  men^s  minds  have  become  unsettled  by  controversy, 
and  perplexed  by  the  opposite  doctrines  inculcated  by  their  different 
spiritual  teachers. 

3.  My  brethren,  I  would  willingly  avoid  this  subject  : — I 
would  willingly  confine  myself  to  the  routine  business  of  the 
diocese,  and  abstain  from  expressing  opinions  which  I  know  will 
be  liable  to  misconstructions  by  one  or  other  of  those  parties  into 
which  our  Church  is  now  unfortunately  divided.  But  I  feel  that 
it'  is  peculiarly  the  duty  of  a  Bishop  to  come  forward  on  such 
occasions,  to  explain  the  causes  of  error,  to  allay  unfounded 
scruples  of  conscience  ;  and,  if  possible,  to  pour  oil  upon  the  waters 
of  controversy ;  thereby  substituting  for  that  violence,  which  can 
only  produce  mischief,  the  gentle  movement,  which,  by  preventing 
stagnation,  may  be  salutary  in  its  effects. 

4.  The  observations,  however,  which  I  feel  it  incumbent  upon 
me  to  address  to  you  on  this  subject,  must  necessarily  be  brief,  and 
inadequate  to  the  fit  discussion  of  such  important  points ;  not  only 
because  such  a  task  will  be  impossible,  within  the  ordinary  compass 
of  a  Charge,  but  because  there  are  many  other  subjects  of  local 
and  diocesan  interest,  to  which,  before  I  conclude,  I  shall  have  to 
call  your  attention. 
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CHAPTER  II. 


8P1KIT     IN    WHICH     THE     CONTROVERSY    SHOULD    BE    CONDUCTED — DUTIES 
TO    WHICH    IT    GIVES   RISE. 


Denison,  Bishop  of  Salisbury. — 1839. 

1.  I  cannot,  however,  forbear  to  express  my  earnest  hope,  that 
while  ye  labour  diligently,  each  in  his  allotted  portion  of  the 
Lord'^s  vineyard,  ye  do  not  forget  that  a  minister  of  the  Church 
is  not  an  isolated  individual ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  a  member 
of  a  great  body,  the  union  and  accordance  of  the  parts  of  which 
are  of  the  first  importance  towards  the  free  and  proper  action  of 
the  whole.  All  the  calls  to  unity,  addressed  by  our  Lord  to 
his  disciples,  and  the  like  of  which  so  pervade  the  writings  of 
the  Apostles,  apply  first,  and  chiefly,  and  in  the  highest  measure 
to  those  who,  being  the  ambassadors  of  their  Lord,  should  most 
abonnd  in  the  spirit  in  which  He  delights.  I  would  say  then, 
to  jon,  with  all  serious  earnestness,  in  the  language  of  St.  Paul, 
"  Finally,  brethren,  be  of  one  mind.''  Have  no  divisions  among 
yourselves.  Do  not  say,  "  I  am  of  Paul,  and  I  of  ApoUos." 
Range  yourselves  under  no  party  banners.  Call  no  man  master. 
Neither  adopt  for  yourselves,  nor  be  fond  of  applying  to  others, 
any  of  those  party  appellations,  which  are  so  disagreeable  to  my 
feelings  that  I  will  not  name  them,  even  for  the  purpose  of 
marking  them  with  censure.  Be  faithful  ministers  of  the  Church ; 
and  do  not  promote,  and,  as  far  as  possible,  do  not  know  of,  any 
£abdivisions  in  it. 

2.  There  are  necessarily  to  be  found  among  the  ministers  of 
religion,  the  same  varieties  of  constitution,  temperament,  and 
feeling,  which  pervade  all  other  classes  of  mankind.  Different 
individuals  are  endowed  with  divers  gifts  and  graces  by  that 
God  who  bestoweth  upon  every  man  severally  as  He  will.  The 
effect  of  these  diversities  of  character  will  appear  even  in  the 
reception  of  Divine  truth ;  different  portions  of  which  will  affect, 
more  forcibly,  different  persons,  giving  a  stronger  bias  to  their 
whole  mind,  and  influencing  more  deeply  all  their  feelings.  But 
God  overrules  for  good  all  those  differences  in  his  servants,  having 
w^ork  for  each,  for  which  each  is  suited  best.  And  let  us  endea- 
yonr  herein  to  co-operate  with  Him  :  labouring,  first,  to  work  out, 
m  its  practical  fruits,  all  truth  with  which  we  are  impressed ;  and 
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next,  teaching  ourselves  never  to  look  with  contempt,  or  harsh- 
ness, or  suspicion,  upon  such  varieties  of  opinion  as  may  also  be 
truth,  looked  at  in  a  different  point  of  view  from  that  in  which 
we  have  habitually  regarded  it. 

3.  The  belief  that  diversities  of  sentiment,  which  tended  to 
excite  division  between  men  equally  desirous  of  serving  their 
common  Master  with  fidelity  and  zeal,  have  been  gradually  dying 
away,  and  that  persons  of  opposite  opinions,  in  some  respects,  have 
learnt  to  appreciate  and  adopt  what  is  sound  in  each  others  views, 
making  a  charitable  allowance  for  such  unavoidable  diffjprences  as 
we  may  never  hope  to  see  altogether  removed  ; — has  been  a  cause 
of  the  greatest  satisfaction,  of  late  years,  to  many  of  the  most 
enlightened  members  of  the  Church. 

4.  I  should  regard  as  a  great  evil,  the  revival  of  a  spirit  of 
controversy  among  those  whose  unity  is  essential  for  the  success  of 
that  cause  which  equally  interests  us  all.  It  is  impossible  not  to 
be  aware,  that  there  have  been,  of  late,  some  indications  which 
might  give  room  for  uneasiness  in  this  respect,  did  I  not  con- 
fidently rely  on  the  discretion  and  good  sense  of  the  great  body  of 
the  clergy,  under  the  guidance  of  that  spirit  of  meekness  and 
wisdom  from  on  high,  which  is  not  withheld  when  sincerely  sought, 
as  I  am  assured,  my  brethren,  it  is  by  you. 

5.  Nor  will  you  take  it  amiss,  that  I  venture  to  add  my  word 
of  affectionate  caution ;  that  ye  remember  the  injunction  of  the 
Apostle,  who  says,  "  Let  every  man  be  swift  to  hear,  slow  to  speak .'^ 
In  any  matter  in  which  ye  may  conceive  that  your  own  views  do 
not  coincide  with  those  of  some  among  your  brethren,  be  ready 
and  willing  to  hear  what  they  have  to  advance  in  favour  of  their 
own  opinions.  Be  careful  not  to  impute  to  them  any  sentiments 
which  they  do  not  themselves  avow.  Do  not  take  up  your 
impressions,  respecting  them,  from  the  representations  of  their 
opponents;  but  judge  every  man  according  to  his  own  words,  and 
not  according  to  the  construction  which  others  may  put  upor. 
them. 

6.  In  order  to  this,  be  ready  to  enter  into  fair,  and  temperate 
and  candid  discussion;  not  in  the  way  of  argument,  but  of  inquiry, 
not  with  a  view  to  victory,  but  to  truth.     The  spirit  in  which  siicl 
discussions  should  be  carried  on  is  so  beautifully  pointed  out    b^ 
Melancthon,^  in  a  letter,  giving  an  account  of  one  of  those  public 
disputations,  which  in  that  day,  as  in  this,  were  wont  to  call  forth 
feelings  so  opposite  to  those  which  he  would  approve,  that  you  will 
pardon  me  if  I  give  you  the  passage  in  his  own  words : — **  Ut  in 


*  "  N.B. — How  beautifully  the  Edinburgh  Review  has  shewn  up  Luther,  Mklanc- 
THON,  and  Co.  What  good  genius  has  possessed  them,  to  do  our  dirty  work  ?  J^aur  tnoi 
I  never  mean,  \f  I  can  help  it,  to  use  any  phrases  which  can  connect  me  wiih  such  a 
set  r^^Remains  of  the  Rev.  R.  H.  Froude,  M.A.,  (edited  by  the  Rev.  John  Newman 
and  the  Rev.  John  Keble,)  vol.  i.,  p.  304«-.Eii. 
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itndiis  Kientram,  et  potiisimam  in  negotio  pietatia,  nihil  pnto 
neque  prios,  neqne  salatarios,  congressa  familiari  dootorum  et  bo- 
noraiD,  nbi  sententia  cmn  sententii  placidis  ac  tranquillis  mini- 
meque  pertinacibiui  animis  eoofertar  ubi  neqae  vinci  indecoram  est, 
Deqoe  Tinoere  plausibile ;  ita  rix  aliud  cen«eo  perniciosius  popu- 
kribue  illis  deoeptationibaa,  ubi  non  potest,  quantumvis  bonis,  non 
ob^repere  yietoris  eiira.^  And  again  he  sa^s,  with  reference  to 
the  immediata  sabject  of  his  letter: — ^^Mirum  hsec  omnia  quo 
tmnnltu  et  tragice  traetata  sint,  qno  minus  minim  est  parum  pro- 
fectnm  esse :  sua  enim  silentia  amat  Spiritus,  per  quse  nobis  illa- 
bitnr,  seqne  insinaat  cnpidis  non  glorisb  sed  oognoscend»  veritatis.^^ 
7.  There  is  mnch,  sorely,  my  reverend  brethren,  in  these 
remariLS,  which  might  be  profitably  borne  in  mind  b^  those  who 
engage  in  controversies,  whether  in  word  or  in  writing,  at  the 
present  day.  But  should  such  a  spirit  as  that  which  Melancthon 
b  advocating,  by  6od'*s  blessing,  prevail,  and  all  become  willing  to 
examine,  in  any  matter  of  discussion  which  may  arise,  how  far  they 
may  themselves  be  improved  in  their  own  views  by  a  consideration 
of  the  views  of  others,  instead  of  seeking  how  far  they  can  go  in 
eondemning  them,  I  fear  not  but  that,  even  in  seeming  differences, 
harmony  will,  in  the  end,  be  promoted  by  the  eliciting  of  truth ; 
that  what  is  erroneous  or  extreme,  on  either  side,  will  gradually  be 
given  up  ;  and  what  is  sound  will  be  established :  and  while  all  will 
perceive  that  there  are  subjects  on  which  some  variety  of  opinion 
iBaj  allowably  exist,  all,  too,  will  unite  in  a  firm  adherence  to  those 
great  principles  of  Christian  truth,  which  our  reformed  branch  of 
the  Catholic  Church  has  received  and  maintains. 

Bbocghton,  Bishop  op  Australia. — 1841. 

44.  Above  all,  then,  let  there  be  no  suggestion  of  divisions  or 
ptrtiea  within  the  Church.  I  thankfully  acknowledge  our  perfect 
exemption  from  them,  and  from  any  tendency  to  them,  here ;  and 
mj  principal  source  of  hope  and  rejoicing,  is  in  that  spirit  of  una- 
Bimity  and  concert  which  so  visibly  prevails  among  us  all.  The 
UsA  wish  which  I  can  form  on  behalf  of  our  Church  in  general  is, 
tkat,  while  a  suitable  freedom  of  inquiry,  and  independence  of  judg- 
ment, within  the  limit  sanctioned  by  the  Church,  are  maintained, 
there  may  be  no  severing  among  our  Clergy  of  the  bond  of  exter- 
^  ™^^7 ;  as  I  am  sure  there  is  not  any  of  agreement  in  the  prin- 
Qplea  of  their  common  faith. 

45.  Indeed,  there  appears  to  me,  never  to  have  been  a  time  when 
a  stncmger  tendency  to  f^eement  on  all  points  of  importance,  or  a 
Biore  perfect  identity  of  feeling  and  spirit  in  the  views  taken  of 
^  becoming  discharge  of  their  duties,  prevailed  among  the  Clergy, 
than  at  the  present  moment.  Divisive  names,  and  feelings  of 
ptvjodiee  and  alienation  had  been  wonderfully  laid  aside,  in  com- 
Pttiaon  with  former  periods  within  our  own  remembrance ;  and 
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earnestly  do  I  pray  that  there  may  be  no  disposition  or  endeayour 
to  revive  them  now. 

46.  At  all  times'  improper  and  dangerous,  such  feelings  would  be 
so  in  a  tenfold  degree  at  this  present  time,  when  the  united  services 
of  all,  in  the  sacred  ministry  of  the  Church,  are  not  more  than  suffi* 
cient  to  "  feed  the  flock  of  God  which  is  amongst  us.'"  To  secure 
the  common  salvation,  there  roust  be  the  most  perfect  unity  of 
counsels  among  the '  Bishops  themselves ;  and  the  best  under- 
standing between  them  and  their  Clergy.  And  among  the  Clergy 
in  general,  let  there  prevail,  I  beseech  you,  a  spirit  of  unanimity, 
not  only  upon  points  of  doctrine,  but  also  in  their  combined  dis- 
charge of  those  duties  whereof  an  allotted  portion  is  given  to  each, 
with  an  accompanying  precept,  that  ''as  they  are  zealous  of 
spiritual  gifts,  they  seek  to  excel  for  the  edifying  of  the  Church."" 

MoNCK,  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and  Bristol. — 1841. 

11.  Let  us,  then,  be  instant  in  prayer  to  the  Almighty,  for  the 
unity,  the  peace,  and  the  guidance  of  His  Church  :  but,  above  all 
things,  ''  let  us  hold  fast  the  profession  of  our  faith  without  wavei^ 
ing:""  "let  us  exhort  with  all  long-suflfering  and  doctrine,""  and  endear 
Your  to  reclaim  those  who  would  "  turn  away  their  ears  from  the 
truth,  and  be  turned  unto  fables,""  in  order  that,  when  "  we  have 
fought  our  fight,""  and  have  "  finished  our  course,""  we  may  be  able 
to  add,  with  the  Apostle,  that  we  have  "  kept  the  Faith."" 

LoNOLEY,  Bishop  op  Bipon. — 1841. 

10.  I  -have  thus  briefly  touched,  my  reverend  brethren,  upon  a 
few  topics,  on  which  frankness  and  candour  seemed  to  call  for 
some  expression  of  opinion ;  and,  in  conclusion,  I  would  merely 
add  one  word  of  affectionate  caution,  which  I  would  wish  to  tak^ 
home  to  my  own  bosom  also.  It  may,  indeed,  be  difiicult  to  be 
earnest,  and  yet  temperate,  and  to  combine  fervent  zeal  inritli 
Christian  moderation ;  but  if  there  ever  was  a  period  whicl 
required  a  strict  control  over  the  ebullitions  of  private  feeling,  ^ 
calm  and  dispassionate  exercise  of  the  soundest  judgment,  it  is  thi 
present.  If  we  had  more  of  charity,  my  brethren,  we  should  hav< 
more  of  knowledge,  and  gain  a  readier  and  a  deeper  insight  \ni< 
Divine  truth :  it  is  the  want  of  this  Christian  ^ace  which  to< 
often  shuts  the  door  against  conviction  ;  while  prejudice  and  ange 
close  the  eyes,  and  stop  the  ears,  against  the  light  of  reason,  aii^ 
the  voice  of  truth.  Be  it  our  fixed  purpose,  then,  my  reverend 
brethren,  through  God"s  assistance,  while  we  earnestly  contend  fc 
the  faith  which  was  once  delivered  to  the  Saints,  to  speak  \irha 
we  believe  to  be  the  truth,  in  love,  being  gentle  unto  all  men,  an 

?atient,   in  meekness   instructing   those  who  oppose  themselve 
'hat  the  Almighty  Disposer  of  ail  events  will  overrule  the   coi 
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flict  of  opinions  for  the  ulHtnaU  benefit  of  His  Charch,  it  were 
impiona  to  doabt,  or  to  deny ;  and  we  may  already  discern  many 
ways  in  which  it  seems  to  be  thns  working  for  ffood :  but  it  is  for 
US  to  take  heed  that  we  do  not  allow  an  nnsanctified  zeal  to  hnrry 
m  into  the  tarmoil  of  strife  and  contention,  and  cause  us  to  make 
shipwreck  of  our  charity,  while  we  fancy  we  are  but  vindicating 
oor  faith.  Let  us,  in  all  we  do,  aim  to  conciliate,  without  the 
compromise  of  truth  ;  let  us  be  followers  of  peace,  rather  than  of 
party^  remembering  that  we  have  one  common  banner  in  the  cross ; 
one  Gbptain  of  oar  salvation,  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ ;  one  common 
raemy  in  sin  and  Satan :  let  us — (as  has  been  recently  said,*  in  the 
spirit  of  a  truly  Christian  moderation,  by  one  of  the  most  eminent 
among  the  writers,  to  whom  I  have  before  alluded ;)— let  us,what- 
erer  may  be  our  differences  of  sentiment,  '^  still  seek  one  another 
as  brethren  ;  not  lightly  throwing  aside  our  private  opinions,  which 
we  seem  to  feel  we  have  received  from  above,  from  an  ill-regulated, 
nntme  desire  of  unity,  but  returning  to  each  other  in  heart,  and 
coming  together  to  God  to  do  for  us  what  we  cannot  do  for  our- 
selves.'" May  it  be  our  settled  resolve  to  cultivate  this  heavenly 
temper  in  the  spirit  of  watchfulness  and  prayer ;  and  may  the 
God  of  peace  take  away  "  all  hatred  and  prejudice,  and  whatsoever 
else  may  hinder  us  from  Godly  union  and  concord;  that  so  we  may 
liencefoTtb  be  all  of  one  heart  and  one  soul,  united  in  one  holy 
lond  of  truth  and  peace,  of  faith  and  charity,  through  Jesus 
Christ  oor  Lord.^ 

Sumner,  Bishop  of  Winchester. — 1841. 

11.  Such,  my  reverend  brethren,  is  the  view  which  I  submit 
to  yon — ^oot  in  a  spirit  of  dogmatism,  not  as  desiring  to  have 
dominion  over  your  faith,  not  as  lording  it  over  God^s  heritage ; 
but  with  an  anxious  and  paramount  desire  for  the  prevalency 
of  truth.  I  speak  as  unto  wise  men :  judge  ye  what  I  say.  If 
it  be  snbstantially  correct,  there  are  two  special  duties — the 
corollaries,  as  it  were,  of  our  present  position,  which  seem  to  press 
inperatiTely  upon  men  bound  by  sacred  promises,  vowed  at  the 
iiM^  solemn  moment  of  our  lives,  to  banish  and  drive  away  all 
erroneous  and  strange  doctrines,  contrary  to  Gt>d'*s  Word. 

12.  (I.)  Contend  earnestly  for  the  fafth  once  deuvered 
To  THE  Saints.  It  is  the  talisman  of  our  ministry.  God  does 
not  bl^s  an  adulterated  Gospel.  It  is  when  His  Word  has  free 
coarse,  that  He  is  glorified  in  the  healinff  of  the  nations. 

13.  Nothing  can  be  more  explicit  than  the  witness  borne  by 
<mr  Ghnrch  to  the  primary  importance  of  this  truth.  From  first 
to  hustj  in  all  her  offices,  she  contends  for  the  liberty  of  calling 
^  man  master  but  Christ.     She  loses  no  opportunity  of  magnify 

*  Scelfifcndaetion  to  No.  90  of  Tracts  for  the  Times. 
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ing  Holy  Writ.  In  the  coroDation  of  our  princes,  when  the  Charch 
presents  the  sovereign  with  the  book  of  life,  it  is  characterized 
as  the  most  valuable  thing  which  this  world  affords.  And  then 
follows  that  noble  commendation : — ^^  Here  is  wisdom.  This  is  the 
royal  law.  These  are  the  lively  oracles  of  Ood.  Blessed  is  he 
that  readeth,  and  they  that  hear  the  words  of  this  book ;  that 
keep  and  do  the  things  contained  in  it ;  for  these  are  the  words 
of  eternal  life,  able  to  make  men  wise  and  happy  in  this  world, 
nay,  wise  unto  salvation,  and  so  happy  for  evermore,  through 
faith  that  is  in  Ohrist  Jesus.*"  In  the  consecration  of  her  Bishops, 
on  the  delivery  of  the  Bible,  she  addresses  them  almost  in  the 
very  words  of  St.  Paul  to  Timothy : — "  Give  heed  unto  reading, 
exhortation,  and  doctrine.  Think  upon  the  things  contained  in 
this  book.^  And,  when  she  ordains  her  ministers  to  the  holy 
functions  of  their  office,  she  sends  them  out  on  their  sacred 
mission  with  a  special  and  significant  injunction  as  to  the  matter 
of  their  doctrine : — "  Take  thou  authority  to  preach  the  word 
of  God.*"  For  other  preaching  they  have  no  license.  If  they  lay 
other  foundation  than  that  is  laid,  it  is  in  contravention  of  their 
credentials.  The  Church'^s  commission  is  express  and  exclusive : — 
*'  Take  thou  authority  to  preach  the  word  of  God." 

14.  And  when  this  word  goes  forth  in  all  its  freedom  and  in- 
tegrity, building  up  the  individual  members  of  the  flock  in  the 
principles  of  our  most  holy  faith,  and  shielding  them  with  the 
doctrine  and  discipline  of  the  Churchy  can  any  one  mistake  the 
blessing  which  attends  it!  Can  there  be  any  question  of  the 
prosperity!  any  doubt  whether  the  gracious  dew  has  descended 
from  heaven,  and  moistened  the  whole  fleece!  Mark  the  re- 
sults. Dissent  stayed ;  the  churches  filled ;  apathy  roused ; 
formality  shaken;  inquiry  awakened;  a  spirit  of  intelligence 
engendered  in  the  congregation;  the  Lord'^s  day  observed  more 
decently;  the  Liturgy  more  highly  appreciated;  respect  for  the 
ordinances  increasingly  cultivated;  the  Sacraments  duly  esti- 
mated; Baptism  honoured  in  the  presence  of  the  Church,  and 
the  pleading  for  the  mercies  of  the  covenant,  promised  by  our 
Lord  Jesus  Christ  in  his  Gospel;  more  frequent  biddings  to  the 
H<Jy  Communion ;  fewer  refusals,  a  less  chilling  negligence,  and 
a  return  to  a  better  mind  on  the  part  of  them  that  are  bidden ; 
domestic  prayer  more  prevalent;  an  approach  to  something  ofi 
godly  discipline  in  the  Christian  family  and  the  Christian  com- 1 
munity;  catechetical  teaching  rendered  interesting,  and  appre'j 
ciated  by  parents  and  children ;  the  rite  of  confirmation  rescued 
from  the  disgrace  of  unmeaning  profession  or  formal  ignorance, 
and  elevated  mto  a  season  of  profitable  instruction ;  churches  and 
schools  planted,  and  flourishing,  as  the  need  of  an  increasinj^ 
population  may  demand ;  resort  to  the  pastor,  as  a  spiritual  and 
temporal  adviser,  the  friend  and  physician  of  soul  and  bodji 
consistent  in  his  walk,  wise  in  his  counsels,  cheerful  and  accessible 
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i    B  manner;    tlie     T^eeogrnition  of  a  purer  staDdard  of  helineM; 

I     of  the  details  of   OfairistiaD  datj ;  of  the  obligations  of  the  Divine 

;    law;  of  the  doe  trine   of  love  to  God  and  man  in  all  its  enlarged 

bearing;  an   incroaae    of  zeal  for  the  dissemination  of  scriptural 

boirledge;   the    inculcation  of  the  word  of  God;   the   planting 

of  minioDs;    the    emboli tion  of  many  old  unchristian  usages;  the 

Gtwpei,  however   imperfectly  obeyed,  recognised  as  authoritative; 

^     Christinn  sympatlay  aod  Christian  forbearance  called  into  action ; 

[     a  spirit  of  charity    more  deeply  cherished ;  the  highway  of  our 

\    God  marked   out,    a  way  of  holiness  opened,  of  holy  worship  and 

of  hdy  conversation.     These,  we   think,  are  among  the  visible 

and  obvious    eflfectif     of  the  ministrations  of  our  Gburch,   which 

exhibit  in  their  doctrine,  simply  and  prominently,  free  Justification 

through  the     graee    that  is  by  Christ  Jesus.     These,  we  think, 

are  the  ans^wers   £^ven  to  the  faithful  proclamation  of  the  message 

of  reconciliation.       These,  we   think,  are  the  fruits  of  the  good 

tree — the   prodnets   of  the  branch  which  draws  life  from  Christ, 

the  trae  Vine.      'These  are  the  seals  of  a  ministry,  which  Divine 

grace  baa  made  effectual  for  turning  the  hearts  of  the  disobedient 

to  iba  wiadom   of  the  just ;  for  bringing  peace  to  burdened  con- 

mencea  ;   for   nnitiog  men  by  a  living  £aith  to  Christ,  their  true 

bead  \  Cot  nourishiisg  them,  in  the  Church  of  the  redeemed,  to  the 

{nil  measure  of  anity,  strength,  and  holiness.     Therefore,  I  repeat : 

^^^  CownNO     mXBNlSSTLT    FOB    TBB     FAITH    ONOB    DBUVBBBD    TO    THB 


15.  (II.)  The  other  duty,  to  which  the  circumstances  of  the 
timea  and  of  the  Church  seem  specially  to  invite  you,  is  thb 
CU1.TIVATION  OF  ▲  spiRTr  OF  UNITY.  The  apostoHc  injunction  sent 
by  Epaphroditns  ^^  to  all  the  saints  at  Philippi,  with  the  bishops 
and  deacons,'*^  we  may  well  conceive  St.  Paul  addressed,  with 
peculiar  emphasis,  to  that  latter  class  of  which  we  are  members  :^ 
^  JH*olfil  ye  my  joy,  that  ye  be  likeminded,  having  the  same  love, 
being'  of  one  accord,  of  one  mind.^* 

16.  ^*  Srs,  ye  are  brethren.'"  Let  the  world  see  the  glorious 
example  of  a  house  in  harmony  with  itself— «  band  of  brothers, 
uiited  by  holy  ties  of  sympathy  and  affection.  The  divisions 
of  the  whole  body  are  too  apt  to  neutralize  individual  usefulness ; 
against  our  own  will,  men  rank  us  as  partisans,  followers  of 
Paul,  or  A}K>llos,  or  Cephas;  prepossessions,  or  prejudices,  are 
presumed  with  little  accuracy,  and  yet  more  often  with  no 
fiHmdation  at  all ;  differences  are  magnified  or  invented  ; 
flbibboletha  are  applied  as  tests  of  opinion ;  fathers  are  set 
up  against  reformers,  and  reformers  against  fathers ;  societies 
agaiaat   societies;   one  Christian  truth,   or  one  portion  of  holy 

Scripture,  against  another.     Meanwhile  the   bonds  of  Christian 
fellowship  are  rent  asunder;   the  unity  of   Christ^s  Church  is 

♦  PhiL  L  1.  n.  2. 
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broken ;  the  charities,  and  sympathies,  and  mntnal  beneyolences 
of  brotherhood  are  violated;  the  present  communion  of  saints 
is  blotted,  as  it  were,  out  of  our  very  creed ;  it  is  forgotten  that 
^^  there  should  be  no  schism  in  the  body ;  but  that  the  members 
should  have  the  same  care  one  for  another."*^* 

17.  And  we  may  find,  if  I  mistake  not,  an  additional  call  for 
unity  in  the  aspect  of  the  times.  For,  although  on  former 
occasions  of  addressing  you,  I  have  never  felt  it  necessary  to 
adopt  the  language  of  despondency  and  alarm,  I  may  be  per- 
mitted now  to  invite  you  to  rejoice  in  the  favourable  appearances 
which  surround  our  Zion.  We  may  look  back  on  the  storm  that 
has  passed,  and  thank  the  i^eat  Head  of  the  Church  that  so 
few  wrecks  are  seen  to  strew  the  surface.  *' Surely  the  wrath 
of  men  shall  praise  thee :  the  remainder  of  wrath  thou  shalt 
restrain.'^  We  may  call  to  mind  the  cry  that  was  echoed  from 
one  end  of  the  kingdom  to  the  other,  as  from  the  children  of 
Edom  of  old,  **  Base  it,  rase  it,  even  to  the  foundation  thereof;^ 
and  may  appeal  for  all  reply  to  the  increased  loiVe  of  our  people, 
the  unequivocal  marks  of  their  confidence,  the  witness  which  has 
been  borne  to  the  fundamental  principles  of  the  Church,  and  to 
the  general  faithfulness  of  the  Clergy  in  fulfilling,  according  to 
their  means,  that  high  trust  which  has  been  committed  to  their 
keeping.  We  would  fain  hope  that  a  quieter  day  is  at  hand, 
when  we  may  no  longer  be  compelled  to  fight,  as  it  were,  our 
way,  with  a  weapon  of  warfare  in  one  hand,  and  the  Word  of 
truth  in  the  other;  when  our  exertions  may  not  be  paralysed 
by  the  necessity  of  repelling  attacks,  and  our  energies  may  be 
directed,  not  to  the  defence,  but  to  the  extension  of  the  Church'^s 
boundaries.  At  home  and  abroad  we  have  a  mighty  work  in 
progress.  A  spirit,  through  God's  mercy,  has  been  awakened 
in  the  country ;  which,  while  it  shall  provide  the  means  of  grace 
for  the  brother  at  our  own  door,  will  not  rest  until  our  ecclesiastical 
constitution  be  established,  in  all  its  integrity,  in  every  colony 
connected  with  our  land.  We  want  the  co-operation  of  every 
hand  and  heart  for  giving  efficiency  to  this  work.  Union  is 
power,  and,  under  the  Divine  blessing,  may  prevail;  but  the 
desultory  efibrts  of  a  distracted  and  divided  house  cannot 
issue  in  good.  Our  Jerusalem,  if  constructed  on  the  ancient 
model,  must  be  "  builded  as  a  city  that  is  compact  together^ — 
"  at  unity  with  itself." 

18.  '*  Therefore,'^  my  beloved  brethren,  "I  beseech  you  that 
ye  walk  worthy  of  the  vocation  wherewith  ye  are  called,  with 
all  lowliness  and  meekness,  with  longsufiering,  forbearing  one 
another  in  love ;  endeavouring  to  keep  the  unity  of  the  spirit  in 
the  bond  of  peacc^'f 

•  I  Cor.  xii.  25.  t  Eph^  iv.  1-3. 
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Mant,  Bishop  op  Down  ahd  Connor,  and  Dromobb.^1842. 

3.  But  here  I  would  at  once  profess  my  disapproyal  of  the  spirit 
and  manner,  wherein  that  discussion  has  been  too  often  conducted. 
Those  of  yon,  my  reverend  brethren,  who  have  read  the  Tracts, 
will  probably  concur  with  me  in  opinion,  that  they  were  undertaken 
with  good  and  laudable  motives ;  that,  in  many  particulars,  they 
were  directed  to  valuable  ends ;  that  they  have,  in  some  cases, 
been  productive  of  important  benefit.  These,  however,  are  not 
sufficient  reasons,  why,  if  evil  has  been  blended  with  their  good^ 
that  evil  should  not  be  unfolded  and  deprecated  :  rather,  there  are 
obvioos  reasons  why  it  should. 

4.  But  I  am  confident,  my  reverend  brethren,  that  you  will  also 
concur  with  me  in  opinion,  that  those,  who  are  not  acquainted  with 
the  productions  by  actual  perusal,  are  not  the  proper  persons 
rightly  to  estimate  their  character ;  that  many  of  those  who  have 
assumed  the  office  of  judges,  are  not  qualified  for  discharging  it ; 
that  general,  indiscriminate,  intemperate,  violent  abuse,  is  not  the 
language  fit  for  a  discussion  of  their  merits  or  demerits ;  that,  if 
erroneous  sentiments  be  avowed  in  them,  whilst  we  condemn  the 
error,  respect  is  due  to  the  religious  attainments,  the  high  moral 
excellence,  the  learning,  and  the  conscientious  efforts — conscientious, 
doubtless,  however  misdirected,  of  the  writers  from  whom  these 
compositions  proceed ;  and  that,  in  particular,  it  is  an  act  of 
grievous  injury  to  a  distinguished  individual,  to  brand  the  opinions 
in  question,  and  the  maintainers  of  them,  with  appellations  aerived 
from  his  name;  appellations  which,  in  point  of  fact,  are  not 
correctly  attributed,  the  fitness  of  which  he  has  distinctly  dis- 
claimed, and  the  imposition  of  which  he  feels  to  be  injurious  to 
himself,  however  the  discredit  may  properly  attach  to  such  as 
employ  the  appellations,  rather  than  to  him.  Necessarily  as  my 
subject  will  lead  me  to  speak  with  disapprobation  of  some  of  the 
views  and  practices  of  those  of  our  brethren,  I  hold  myself  bound 
to  speak  thus  respectftilly  of  their  persons.  And  such  a  course, 
you,  I  trust,  will  esteem  most  agreeable  to  equity  and  reason,  as  well 
as  to  our  Christian  profession,  and  the  obligations  of  brotherly  love. 

5.  In  obedience  to  the  same  spirit,  will  be  the  manner  in  which 
it  is  my  purpose  to  bring  the  several  topics  before  your  minds :  in 
the  manner,  namely,  not  of  censure  upon  others,  so  much  as  of 
admonition  to  ourselves. 

6.  It  is  not  in  the  character  of  a  theological  critic  or  polemic 
that  I  am  now  addressing  you ;  but  as  one,  whose  duty  it  is,  and 
vbo  is  **  ready,  the  Lord  being  his  helper,  to  banish  and  drive 
away  all  erroneous  and  strange  doctrine,  contrary  to  God^s  Word  ; 
and  both  privately  and  openly  to  call  upon  and  encourage  others  in 
the  same,^'**  I  invite  your  attention  to  the  proposed  inquiry,  which^ 

*  The  Coneecration  of  Biehops. 
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under  God'^s  blessing,  shall  be  submitted  to  you  as  instrumental, 
less  to  a  judgment  upon  others,  than  to  a  salutary  admonition  for 
ourselves. 

MusaRAVB,  Bishop  of  Hbbxfobd. — 1842. 

80.  If  the  storm  from  without,  which  at  one  time  seemed  to 
hang  over  the  Church,  threatening  to  impair  her  usefulness,  if  not 
to  endanger  her  very  existence,  has  happily  passed  away ;  if  the 
good  Providence  of  God  has  suffered  our  prospects  to  brighten,  and 
our  labours  to  be  better  appreciated, — ^let  us  give  Him  thanks  for  the 
warning,  and  avoid  every  needless  division  among  ourselves.  Let 
us  take  heed  to  our  ways,  *^  standing  fast  in  one  spirit,  with  one 
mind,  striving  for  the  faith  of  the  Gospel.^  It  is  only  by  such  union, 
that  we  can  reasonably  hope  to  **  put  to  silence  the  ignorance  of 
foolish  men.*"  It  is  only  by  such  concord  and  co-operation,  with 
the  Divine  blessing  upon  our  endeavours,  that  we  can  shew  the 
practical  value  of  the  Church  established  in  these  realms,  or  hope 
to  promote  her  usefulness,  and  secure  her  permanent  hold  on  the 
love  and  veneration  of  the  people. 

81.  Stand  fast,  therefore,  my  reverend  brethren,  by  the  prin- 
ciples and  practice  of  the  Protestant  Reformed  Church  established 
in  this  land — (hat  Church  in  which  you  minister,  and  endeavour  to 
give  full  proof  of  her  efficiency  for  every  holy  purpose.  Mind, 
nevertheless,  **  and  fear  alway.  *^  Strive  not  about  words  to  no 
profit,  but  to  the  subverting  of  the  hearers.'*^  Enter  UQf  upon 
^*  foolish  questions,  which,  as  of  old,  do  but  gender  strifes.**^ 
Holding  *^  the  faith  in  unity  of  spirit,  in  the  bond  of  peace,  and  in 
righteousness  of  life  ;^  and  labouring  diligently,  every  one  in  your 
vocation  and  ministry,  to  "  win  souls  to  Christ,'^ — ^may  you  all  be 
blessed  instruments  of ''  turning  many  from  darkness  to  light  ;^  till, 
having  finished  your  course  with  joy,  *'  an  abundant  entrance  may 
be  ministered  unto  you,  into  the  everlasting  kingdom  of  our  Lord 
and  Saviour  Jesus  Christ.^ 

Blomfield,  Bishop  of  London. — 1842. 

77.  And,  while  we  *^  contend  earnestly  for  the  &ith  as  delivered 
to  the  saints,^  and  for  all  the  ordinances  of  Ood,  let  us  not  foiget 
the  "more  excellent  way;''  but  "put  on  charity,  which  is  the 
bond  of  perfectness,"  and  pray  earnestly,  and  strive  as  well  as 
pray,  that  "  all  hatred  and  prejudice  may  be  taken  away  from  us, 
and  whatsoever  doth  hinder  us  from  godly  union  and  concord ; 
that  as  there  is  but  one  body,  and  one  Spirit,  and  one  hope  of  our 
oalling,  one  Lord,  one  faith,  one  baptism,  one  God  and  Father  of 
us  all ;  so  we  may  henceforth  be  all  of  one  heart  and  one  spirit, 
united  in  one  holy  bond  of  truth  and  peace,  of  faith  and  charity, 
and  may^  with  one  mind  and  one  mouth,  glorify  God  through  Jesus 
Christ  our  Lord.'' 
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Mountain,  Bishop  op  Montreal. — 1842. 

18.  Bat  in  all  the  shades  of  difference,  more  or  leas  broadly 
marked,  which  may  exist,  in  these  exciting  times,  among  onrselvea, 
whether  relating  to  questions  of  Church  authority  and  order,  to 
vleirs  of  doctrine  on  which  some  difference  is  allowable,  or  to  par- 
ticalar  Ms  for  which  there  is  a  fondness,  here  and  there,  of 
spirituality  and  vital  godliness,  —  I  must  again  enforce  that 
Christian  moderation,  in  my  recommendation  of  which,  I  stated 
upon  a  former  occasion,  similar  to  this,  that  I  was  not  ashamed  to 
haye  recourse  to  a  female  writer,  and  I  now  shelter  my  head  behind 
the  renerable  figure  of  Bishop  Hall.  Those  who  are  acquainted 
with  his  character  and  writings,  will  not  accuse  him  either  of  low- 
Chaichnuinship  on  the  one  hand,  or  want  of  spiritual  and  enlight- 
ened yiews  on  the  other;  nor  yet  will  be  be  charged  with  flinching 
ia  the  fiery  trial.  Hear,  then,  how  he  speaks  of  himself  and  his 
times,  with  reference  to  religious  distractions,  which  have  a  remark- 
able correspondence,  in  many  points,  with  those  of  our  own  day ; 
although  we  have  cause  to  be  thankful  that  the  latter  are  deve- 
loped in  a  milder  form : — 

''  Let  a  man  be  strict  and  austere  in  moral  and  Divine  duties, 
though  never  eo  humble,  he  is  a  puritan,  and  every  puritan  is  a 
liypocrite.  Let  him  be  more  free,  and  give  more  scope  to  his 
conyeraation,  though  never  so  conscionable,  he  is  a  libertine.  Let 
him  make  scruple  but  of  any  innovated  form,  he  is  a  schismatic : 
let  him  stand  for  the  anciently  received  rites  and  government,^ 
(i.  e.  Church-government,)  **  he  is  a  time-serving  formalist.  This 
IS  a  Diotrephes,  that  an  Anus ;  this  a  scorner,  that  a  flatterer.  In 
the  meantime,"  he  continues,  "  who  can  escape  free  t  Surdy^  I 
ikit  tax  hik,  shall  he  Hire  to  be  censured  of  both  ;  shall  be  ? — yes, 
a«,  to  purpose,  and  therein  I  joy,  yea,  and  will  joy.  What  I  a 
neuter?  says  one — What!  on  both  sides  I  says  another.  This  is 
that  I  looked  for.  Yes,  truly,  brethren,  ye  have  hit  it  right.  I 
un,  and  profess  to  be,  as  the  terms  stand,  on  neither,  and  yet  of 
^fh  parts.  I  am  for  the  peace  of  both;  for  the  humour  of 
Beither.  How  should  the  mortar  or  cement  join  the  stones  together, 
if  it  did  not  lie  between  both  ?  And  I  would  to  God,"  he  adds, 
I*  not  only  you  that  hear  me  this  day,  but  all  our  brethren  of  this 
land,  were  alike-minded ;  we  should  not  have  such  libellous  presses, 
SQch  unquiet  pulpits,  such  distracted  bosoms:  for  the  truth  is, 
tuere  is  no  reason  we  should  be  thus  disjoined,  or  thus  mutually 
blinded." 

Baoot,  Bishop  op  Oxford. — 1842. 

50.  And,  while  I  thus  warn  you  of  the  manner  in  which,  without 
doing  any  thing  hastily,  unadvisedly,  or  without  due  intimation  of 
your  intentions  to  myself,  you  may,  each  in  his  own  sphere,  render 
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our  Charch-sjstem  more  accordant  in  her  practice  with  what  she 
is  in  theory,  I  trust  it  is  unnecessary  to  remind  you,  how  needful 
it  has  become,  that  your  studies  should  be  directed  to  the  subjects 
which  now  agitate  the  public  mind ;  and  I  am  confident  that, 
whatever  views  you  espouse,  you  will  not  condemn,  without  reading, 
and  honestly  making  yourselves  acquainted  with,  the  real  opinions 
of  those  from  whom  you  differ.  Still  less,  I  trust,  is  it  needful, 
that  I  should  recommend  you  especially  to  arm  yourselves  with 
sound  weapons  of  defence  against  the  assaults  of  Rome.  If  ever 
there  was  a  case,  in  which  weak  arguments,  illogical  conclusions, 
incorrect  statements,  and  a  little  knowledge,  were  dangerous,  it  is 
in  that  contest.  Our  opponents  are  do  unskilled  controversialists  ; 
and  they  desire  nothing  better  than  an  antagonist,  whose  notions 
of  Popery  are  gathered  from  the  declamations  of  popular  orators 
at  the  public  meetings  of  the  day. 

51.  Nor,  while  I  speak  of  your  studies,  must  I  omit  one  caution 
with  respect  to  yourselves ;  namely,  that,  if  the  Church  is  ever  to 
be,  what  all  confess  she  might  be  among  us,  and  all  declare  they 
wish  her  to  be, — her  priesthood  must  be  holy ;  examples  in  prayer, 
in  holiness,  in  devotedness,  in  self-denial,  in  taking  up  the  Cross  of 
Christ  crucified;  they  must  live  as  men  who,  in  the  words  of 
St.  Paul,  "  though  troubled  on  every  side,''  are  yet  "  not  distressed  ; 
though  perplexed,  yet  not  in  despair ;  persecuted,  but  not  forsaken  ; 
cast  down,  but  not  destroyed  ;  always  bearing  about  in  the  body 
the  dying  of  the  Lord  Jesus,  that  the  life  also  of  Jesus  might  be 
made  manifest  in  their  body.*"* 

52.  In  conclusion  :  I  have  little  hope  that  what  I  have  now  said 
will  escape  misrepresentations ;  and  to  this,  so  far  as  the  world 
is  concerned,  I  am  quite  prepared  to  submit.  But  you,  my 
reverend  brethren,  who  can  appreciate  and  sympathize  in  the 
difiiculties  which  it  has  pleased  God  to  lay  on  those  who  hold 
high  office  in  the  Church,  will  know  that  what  has  been  spoken 
has  not  been  uttered  with  the  view  of  either  supporting  or 
depressing  any  man  or  set  of  men.  But  the  same  vows,  which 
bind  me  ^*  with  all  faithful  diligence  to  banish  and  drive  away 
all  erroneous  doctrines,  and  to  encourage  others  to  do  the  same,'' 
bind  me  likewise  ^^  to  maintain  and  set  forward  quietness,  peace, 
and  love  among  all  men;"  and  to  restrain  ^Hhe  unquiet  and 
disobedient." 

63.  And,  seeing  the  grievous  want  of  charity  which  has  pre- 
vailed among  us,  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  condemn  those  who 
have  set  themselves  forward  as  gratnitous  agitators^  and  unbidden^ 

*  2  Cor.  iv.  8, 9, 10, 


9  The  Bishop  of  Oasory — {Vide  Par.  107  Note) — referring  to  on  assertion  in 
Tract  71 »  that  *'  we  are  under  no  eonstraint  to  go  out  of  our  way  gpontaneouslp  to 
prove  charges  against  the  Romanists,    ...    or  to  vdunteer  articles  of  impeach- 
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aeou$0r9  of  their  brethren.  I  am  no  lover  of  error,  and  will 
shew  it  no  favonr;  but,  while  the  world  stands,  there  must  be 
points  on  which  good  men  will  differ;  and  so  long  a$  those 
paifUs  of  differtnce  do  not  contravene  the  Prayer  Book  and  formu- 
laries  of  the  Churchy  it  seems  to  me,  that  one  set  of  opinions  has 
the  same  right  to  expect  toleration  as  the  other. 

54.  Believe  me,  what  most  we  need  is  peace :  peace,  in  order 
that  the  Church  may  ^^  lengthen  her  coras,  and  strengthen  her 
stakes,^  and  provide  spiritual  sustenance  for  her  population,  rapidly 
heathenizing  through  want  of  religious  instruction  ;  peace,  in  order 
that  her  parochial  system  may  be  once  more  made  adequate  to  the 
wants  of  her  people ;  peace,  in  order  that  she  may  calmly  prepare, 
not  merely  for  any  crisis  of  opinions  among  her  own  children,  but 
for  that  tremendous,  final  contest  between  good  and  evil,  to  which 
all  things  seem  hastening  with  rapidity.  Let  us,  then,  avoiding 
the  strifes  of  men,  and  keeping  ourselves  pure,  seek  the  Churches 
peace,  and  ensure  it :  and  let  our  daily  prayer  be  that  of  one  who 
died  a  martyr  in  her  cause,  and  whose  blood  was  not  shed  in  vain ; 
that  God  would  ^*  fill  her  with  all  truth,  in  all  truth,  with  all  peace  ;^ 
that  where  she  is  '*  corrupt,^  her  Heavenly  Father  would  vouchr 
safe  to  "  purify  her,''  "  where  in  error,  to  direct  her ;  where  super- 
stitious, to  rectify  her ;  where  any  thing  is  amiss  in  her,  to  reform 
it ;  where  it  is  right,  to  strengthen  and  confirm  her ;  where  she  is 
in  want  of  any  thing,  to  furnish  it ;  where  she  is  divided  and  rent 
asunder,  to  make  up  the  breaches  of  it.^* 

65.  And  then,  my  brethren,  be  the  end  what  it  may,  we  shall 
not  be  unprepared  to  meet  it :  we  shall,  perhaps,  even  be  made 
worthy  to  suffer  for  His  sake,  who  is  the  Churches  Head  and 
Lord ;  and,  when  the  doubts  and  strifes  of  this  present  world  are 
ended,  shall,  through  His  alone  merits,  be  admitted  to  those  man- 
sions, which  have  been  prepared  from  the  foundation  of  the  world, 
for  the  peace-makers, — the  poor  in  spirit, — the  meek,  the  merciful, 
the  pure  in  heart. 

Denison,  Bishop  op  Salisbury. — 1842. 

13.  And  this,  my  reverend  brethren,  is  the  course  which  I 
venture  earnestly  to  commend  to  you ;  beseeching  you  not  to  be 
led  away  either  by  blind  admiration,  or  by  a  spirit  of  indiscriminate 
censure;  to  eschew  party  feelings,  and  party  appellations;  to 
cleave  to  Catholic  Truth,  without  arrogating  to  yourselves  any 
distinctive  title  as  doing  so,  and  remembering  that  the  channel 

*  Archbishop  Laud's  Private  Devotions,  Dom.  ▼.  post  Epiph. 


.  ment  against  the  rival  oommnnion,^*  observes,  that  it  is  not  very  easy  to  understand 
how  if  is  proposed  to  reconcile  this  view  of  the  duty  of  ministers  of  the  Church  of 
England  with  their  ordination  vow. — See  also  the  Bishop  of  Winchester's  Charge, 
par.  11,  p.  19,  jupro. — ^The  italics  in  the  text  are  not  the  Bishop  of  Oxford's.— Ed. 
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through  which  we  receive  Catholic  Tmth  is  that  of  our  own  Church, 
and  that  our  judgment  respecting  it  is  to  be  formed  with  deference 
to  her  authority ;  to  prize  the  blemngs  and  to  maintain  the  prin- 
ciPLBs  OF  THE  REFORMATION,^  kuowiug  that  thcse  were  not  the 
discovery  of  a  new  doctrine,  but  the  recovery  of  primitive  purity ; 
to  bear  in  mind  that  not  all  differences  of  opinion  are  differences  of 
belief  or  incompatible  with  unity  both  of  Faith  and  Charity ;  to 
study  to  be  quiet,  and  to  do  your  own  business,  labouring  to  bring 
up  those  committed  to  your  charge  in  the  Faith  once  delivered  to 
the  Saints,  and  in  filial  attachment  to  the  Church,  their  Holy 
Mother;  that  so,  when  ye  give  an  account  of  them,  it  may  be  ''with 
joy,  and  not  with  grief.^ 

Thirlwall,  Bishop  op  St.  David's. — 1842. 

69.  1  am  aware,  my  reverend  brethren,  that  the  language  of 
moderation  is  commonly  least  welcome  where  it  is  most  needed. 
For  this  very  reason,  I  confidently  hope,  that  what  I  have  said  will 
by  you  be  kindly  received  and  favourably  interpreted.  And  I  will 
now  conclude  this  address,  which  has  already  exceeded  its  just 
limits,  with  a  very  few  words  of  practical  advice. 

70.  Be  on  your  guard  against  the  illusions  of  names  and  phrases, 
and  against  the  influence  of  authority,  in  this  matter.  You  may 
perhaps  suffer  no  loss,  though  you  should  have  no  means  of  forming 
an  opinion  on  the  merits  of  this  controversy;  but  you  would 
sustain  a  grievous  loss,  if  you  should  borrow  your  opinion  of  it  from 
others:  you  would  have  surrendered  the  independence  of  your 
judgment,  and  be  in  danger  of  becoming  the  instruments  of  a  party 
against  your  real  views  and  intentions.  Remember  that,  though 
words  are  the  necessary  vehicle  of  truth,  they  mostly  represent  it 
but  imperfectly;  and  that  the  form  in  which  a  proposition  is  con- 
veyed, though  very  important,  is  much  less  so  than  the  spirit  in 
which  it  is  interpreted  and  applied.  Set  the  highest  value  on  those 
truths  which  both  parties  profess,  and  on  the  authorities  to  which 
they  both  appeal;  you  will  probably  find  that  they  afford  an 
ample  range  for  your  professional  studies,  and  sufiicient  directions 
both  for  faith  and  practice. 

71.  Be  still  more  circumspect  as  to  that  which  you  communicate 
to  others,  than  as  to  what  you  adopt  for  yourselves.  Let  the 
wants,  rather  than  the  tastes,  of  your  hearers,  supply  the  measure 
of  your  teaching.  If  you  perceive  that  their  prevailing  tendency  is 
to  overrate  the  value  of  their  privileges  as  churchmen ;  lo  place  an 
undue  reliance  on  the  efficacy  of  outward  ordinances;  to  build  their 


1  ''  Ab  we  go  on,  toe  mutt  recede  more  and  more  fntm  the  prinoipleM,  if  any  such 
THKRB  BE,  qfthe  English  Reformalum,^^^Br%ti9h  Critic^  July,  1841.  The  italics  aad 
capitals  are  not  his  Lordship^s.— En. 
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hopes  less  on  the  Divine  mercy  than  on  their  strict  attention  to  the 
performance  of  their  social  and  religions  duties, — then  it  will  be 
inenmbent  on  yon  to  warn  them  against  the  danger  of  bigotry  and 
superstition,  of  formalism  and  legality.  If,  on  the  other  hand, 
their  leaning  appears  to  be  rather  in  the  opposite  direction ;  if  the 
predominant  failing  is  indifference  about  all  visible  bonds  of 
Christian  nnion,  an  inordinate  craving  for  religious  excitement,  an 
impatience  and  contempt  of  all  forms  of  devotion  which  do  not 
minister  to  this  appetite,  a  disposition  to  regard  its  gratification  as 
the  substance  of  all  spiritual  blessings,  and  to  make  it  a  substitute 
for  steady,  uniform,  active  piety,  charity,  and  self-denial; — ^you 
would  not  be  "rightly  dividing  the  word  of  truth,''  unless  you 
dwelt,  frequently  and  earnestly,  on  that  side  of  it  which  you  find  to 
be  most  generally  overlooked.  Should  you  even,  by  this  faithful 
discbarge  of  your  duty,  incur  the  reproach  of  preaching  yourselves, 
or  seeking  to  magnify  your  own  office,  you  need  not  be  ashamed  of 
your  work,  so  long  as  you  have  the  witness  of  your  conscience, 
that  you  only  "study  to  shew  yourselves  approved  unto  God.'' 
And  you  will  never  want  a  sufficient  share  of  the  approbation  and 
confidence  of  men,  if  you  only  take  heed  that  your  conduct  adorn 
and  iilnstrate  your  doctrine ;  "  that" — to  borrow  the  language  of  a 
great  Father  of  our  Church — "  as  by  your  sermons  you  preach  in 
in  season,  so,  by  your  lives,  you  may  preach  out  of  season :  that  is, 
at  all  seasons,  and  to  all  men,  that  they,  seeing  your  good  works, 
may  glorify  God,  on  your  behalf  and  on  their  own."* 

Pbpts,  Bishop  of  Worcbstek. — 1842. 

38.  While,  however,  I  entertain  this  opinion  with  regard  to  the 
system  attempted  to  be  introduced  by  the  writers  of  the  Oxford 
Tracts,  I  am  very  far  from  wishing  to  justify  the  unseemly  violence 
with  which  they  have  been  attacked  in  many  recent  publications. 
For  many  of  them  it  is  impossible  not  to  entertain  sentiments  of 
the  greatest  esteem.  Learned  beyond  most  of  their  contempo- 
raries, and  devoted  to  what  they  consider  the  duties  of  their  sacred 
calling,  they  command  our  respect  for  their  zeal,  their  self-denial, 
and  their  piety,  however  we  may  think  them  mistaken  in  their 
views. 

S9.  These,  indeed,  are  fair  matters  for  controversy ;  but  let  such 
controversy  be  conducted  in  the  spirit  of  Christian  charity,  which 
doth  not  behave  itself  unseemly,  is  not  easily  provoked,  thinketh 
no  evil.  When  controversy  is  thus  conducted,  its  effects  cannot 
fail  to  be  beneficial.  They  provoke  inquiry,  and  prevent  that  stag- 
nation, of  which  listlessness  and  indifference  are  too  apt  to  be  the 
result :  but  when,  on  the  contrary,  they  produce  bitterness  of 
invective,  imputation  of  motives,  and  ill-founded  accusation,  they 

*  Jeremy  Taylor,  Serm.  I.,  '*  On  the  Miniftter's  Duty.**    Works,  vol  tI,  p.  606. 
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must  be,  in  the  highest  degree,  prejudicial  to  the  interests  of 
Ghristianitj  in  general,  and  those  of  the  Church  in  particular ; 
affording  to  our  enemies  the  spectacle  of  a  kingdom  drvided  against 
itself,  of  which  division  we  know,  from  undoubted  authority,  what 
must  be  the  necessary  consequence. 

40.  And  here  I  must  beg  leave  to  discourage  the  introduction  of 
such  topics  into  your  discourses  from  the  pulpit.  Preach  the  truth 
as  you  believe  it  to  be  in  Christ  Jesus,  but  avoid  the  appearance  of 
controversy,  particularly  as  directed  against  a  brother  minister  of 
the  Gospel.  Upon  this  point  I  am  tempted  to  quote  the  53rd 
Canon  at  length,  as  I  think  that  none,  who  are  conscious  of  its 
existence,  could  have  acted  so  openly  in  opposition  to  it : — 

**  If  any  preacher  shall,  in  the  pulpit,  particularly,  or  namely,  of  purpose, 
impuffn  or  confute  any  doctrine  delivered  by  any  otter  preacher  in  the  same 
churcn,  or  in  any  church  near  adjoining,  before  he  hath  acquainted  the  Bishop 
of  the  diocese  therewith,  and  received  order  from  him  what  to  do  in  such  a 
case, — because,  upon  such  public  disputing  and  contradicting,  there  may  grow 
much  offence  and  disauieting  unto  the  people, — ^the  churchwardens,  or  party 
grieved,  shall  forthwith  signify  the  same  to  the  said  Bishop,  and  not  suffer  the 
said  preacher  to  occupy  the  place  which  he  hath  once  abused  (except  he  faith- 
fully promise  to  forbear  all  such  matter  of  contention  in  the  Church),  until  the 
Bishop  shall  have  taken  further  order  therein,  who  shall,  with  all  convenient 
speed,  80  proceed  therein,  that  public  satisfaction  may  be  given  in  the  congr^a- 
tion  where  the  offence  was  given." 

41.  Nearly  connected  with  this  habit  of  controversial  preaching 
against  a  brother  minister,  which  I  cannot  too  severely  condemn^ 
is  the  practice,  which  I  fear  has  prevailed  in  parts  of  this  dio- 
cese, of  giving  notices  in  the  Church,  of  the  times  and  places 
where  lectures  will  be  delivered  in  opposition  to  the  theological 
views  of  particular  individuals.  To  prevent  the  continuance  of 
such  a  practice,  it  will,  I  am  confident,  be  only  necessary  for  me  to 
refer  those  of  my  brethren,  who  have  been  guilty  of  it,  to  the  1st 
Victoria,  cap.  45,  wherein  it  is  enacted,  that  after  the  passing  of 
that  Act,  ^^  no  proclamation,  or  other  public  notice  for  a  vestry 
meeting,  or  any  other  matter^^  shall  be  made,  or  given  in  any  Church 
or  Chapel  during  or  after  Divine  service ;  or  at  the  door  of  any 
Church  or  Chapel,  at  the  conclusion  of  Divine  service.^ 


s  As  it  18  the  custom  in  many  Churches  for  the  minister  to  give  notice,  during 
Divine  service,  of  charity  sermons,  sacramental  lectures,  missionary  meetings,  &c,  it 
may  be  well  to  observe,  that  the  Act  quoted  by  his  Lordship  does  ^  not  extend  to 
notices  purely  ecdetiastical.^^  **  Provided  always,  and  be  it  further  enacted.  That 
nothing  in  this  Act  shall  extend,  or  be  construed  to  extend,  to  the  publication  of 
banns,  nor  to  notice  of  the  celebration  of  Divine  service,  or  if  sermons.^  &c..  Vide 
Sect  v.  This  observation  is  not  made  with  the  least  desire  to  vindicate  the  practice 
of  which  his  Lordship  very  justly  complains,  though  it  does  not  appear  to  be  forbidden 
by  the  Ist  of  Victoria,  chap.  45 — En. 
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CALLED   FOB   OR   WABBANTED   BY    EXISTING   CIBCUM8TANCB8 ! 


Phillpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeteb. — 1839. 

[3  .  •  In  opposition  to  the  low  and  sectarian  notions,  which  had  too 
long  marked  much  of  the  popular  theology  of  the  times,  they  have 
successfully  asserted  and  vindicated  some  of  the  most  important 
doctiines  and  principles  of  the  Catholic  Church.] 

Denison,  Bishop  of  Saltsbubt. — 1839. 
Vide  Par.  3  of  his  Lordahip^s  Charge,  in  the  preceding  chapter. 

Peabson,  Dean  of  Salisbdbt. — 1839. 

3.  It  must  also  be  acknowledged,  that  there  may  have  been,  in 
some  members,  and  even  writers,  of  our  Church,  a  departure  from 
sound  and  genuine  Church  principles ;  or,  at  least,  a  lax  and  indif-* 
ferent  regard  to  them,  which  occasionally  led,  not  only  to  the 
neglect  of  Church  order,  but  to  the  depreciation  or  omission  of  some 
portion  of  Catholic  doctrine. 

4.  These  were,  however,  for  the  most  part,  the  errors  of  by-gone 
days,  and  of  men  long  since  departed.  Generally  speaking,  what- 
ever may  have  been,  in  these  respects,  the  faults  or  the  deficiencies 
of  the  last  generation,  they  are  not  those  of  the  present.  It  is 
notorious,  that  those  who  were  most  obnoxious  to  the  charge  in 
question,  have  been,  of  late  years,  gradually  correcting  their  mis- 
takes, and  becoming  less  liable  to  it. 

5.  It  is,  on  all  hands,  acknowledged,  that  irregularity  has  been 
very  generally  succeeded  by  a  dutiful  regard  to  Church  order ;  that 
enthusiasm  has  almost  universally  yielded  to  sobriety  of  sentiment 
and  conduct ;  and  that  low  Church  tendencies  have  been  mani- 
festly rising  to  a  much  higher  elevation  of  Church  principles  and 
Church  practice,  to  the  just  and  legitimate  standard  of  our  apostolic 


*  See  Note  3»  p.  10,  »uprtL    For  remainder  of  the  pusage,  see  Far.  64. — ^Ed. 


32      STATE  OF  THE  CHURCH  WHEN  THE  MOVEMENT  BEGAN. 

and  refonned  commuDion.  Within  the  Church  this  is  undeniably 
the  case ;  and  though  her  enemies  and  opponents,  of  various  classes, 
have  assailed  her  with  united  bitterness  and  violence,  it  is  not  to 
them  that  the  views  and  arguments  of  the  writers,  to  whom  I  refer, 
are  primarily  addressed ;  but  to  ourselves  and  our  brethren  within, 
our  own  episcopal  pale. 

6.  Now,  admitting  that  amongst  ourselves,  during  the  period 
immediately  preceding  the  present,  when  strenuous  efforts  were 
making  to  inculcate  and  maintain  the  distinguishing  doctrines  of 
the  Ch>spel,  which  had  been  confessedly,  for  a  time,  lost-  sight  of^ 
some  important  Church  principles  and  practices  had  been,  com- 

Cratively,  undervalued  and  neglected,  the  manner  in  which  it  has 
en  attempted  to  revive,  assert,  and  diffuse  them,  has  only  afforded 
another  proof  of  the  tendency  in  human  nature  to  oppose  and 
correct  one  class  of  errors,  by  ranniug  into  and  embracing  another  ; 
and  it  is  precisely  this  disposition  to  extreme  and  exclusive  state- 
ments which  has  produced  the  class  of  writings  to  which  I  with  so 
much  reluctance  refer. 


BaouoHTON,  Bishop  op  Australia. — 1841. 
Vide  Par.  4A  of  his  Lozdihip^s  Charge,  in  tho  preceding  chapter. 

Wilson,  Bishop  of  Calcutta. — 1841. 
Ordination  Sermon.^ 

Nor  was  the  time  selected  for  stirring  this  controversy  less  un- 
happy than  their  manner  of  handling  it.  Both  the  one  and  the 
other  marked  the  secret,  and,  to  themselves,  unobserved  devices  of 
the  great  spiritual  adversary.  For  what  was  the  time!  The 
afflictions  and  persecutions  which  the  Clergy  of  the  United  Church 
had  been  called  on  to  endure  for  some  years,  had,  by  God^s  mercy, 
purified,  aroused,  animated,  quickened  them.  Pastors  and  flocks  were 
shaking  off  their  slumbers,  and  assuming  a  new  character.  The 
opposition  to  the  Church,  in  and  out  of  the  Lower  House  of  Par- 
liament, had  reacted  upon  the  assailants.  The  union  of  some  of 
our  religious  bodies  with  Infidels  and  Papists,  to  effect  its  over- 
throw, had  signally  failed.  A  zeal  for  the  erection  of  sacred  edifices 
had  been  coincident  with  the  spiritual  awakening.  Never  had  a 
moment  more  hopeful  presented  itself,  from  the  period  of  the 
Reformation.  Our  people  were  gathering  around  their  Church 
with  new  affections.    The  Gospel  was  sounding  clearly  from  our 


^  **  The  n^fiieiencjf  •fHoly  Scripture  a$  the  Rule  qf  Faith.  A  Sermon  preached  at 
the  Cathedrid  Church  of  St.  John,  Calcutta,  at  an  Ordination  holden  on  Sunday, 
May  2, 1841.** — This  Sermon  forma  a  valuable  supplement  to  his  Lordship^s  Charge 
of  l8S8.»£o. 
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pnlpits.  No  instaDces  of  folly  or  extravagance  had  broken  out ;  or 
not  more  than  the  sort  of  average  which  human  infirmity  generates. 

At  this  moment,  when  we  seemed,  like  Israel  of  old,  entering  the 
promised  land,  no  overstatements  on  external  things  should  nave 
been  made.  A  fear  should  have  possessed  every  heart,  lest  any 
thing  should  provoke  the  Lord  to  turn  back  again  our  march  into 
the  wilderness.  We  should  have  remembered,  that  nothing  so 
soon  blights  the  rising  spring  of  grace  in  the  Church,  as  a  dispro- 
portionate zeal  for  Forms  and  Traditions.  Nothing  so  soon  saps  the 
bloom  of  piety.  Nothing  so  soon  grieves  the  Holy  Spirit.  Nothing 
BO  soon  exhausts  the  good  feelings  of  men  on  infenor  points,  and 
diverts  their  attention  from  substance  to  shadow — ^firom  life  to  a 
Bame. 

Now  it  was  just  at  this  moment  that  the  controversy  was  begun, 
and  begun  in  the  manner  I  have  described,  so  as  precisely  to 
obstruct  the  gracious  influences  vouchsafed  to  the  Ghurch.  The 
consequences   nave  been  what  we  now  so   deeply  deplore — and 

MIGHT    HAVE    BEEN    ANTICIPATED. ^pp.  61,  62. 

See  Also  paragraphs  9, 10^  Charge  1838. 

Sumner,  Bishop  op  Chester. — 1841. 

7-  Through  the  merciful  providence  of  Gt)d,  the  true  principles 
of  the  Grospel  were  prevailing  through  the  length  and  breadth  of 
the  land,  and  effects  were  following,  which  they  alone  are  capable 
of  producing.^ 


5  It  IB  stated  bv  the  Bishop  of  Chester^  that  '*  tme  hundred  and  seventy  additional 
Churches,^*  and  '*  about  three  hundred  and  fifty  additional  Schools,*'  have  been  erected 
m  his  Diocese  within  the  last  twelve  ^ears.  (Vide  Charge  1841,  pp.  10—13.)  His 
Lordship  goes  on  to  say,  *'  The  effect  is  already  evident  of  the  various  measures  to 
whidi  I  have  alluded.  It  is  perceived  in  a  gromng  aitcuihment  to  the  Church,  in  an 
adawwledament  of  tie  excellence,  in  a  practical  eense  of  the  value  ofite  servicee.  The 
omnber  of  attendants  at  public  worship,  the  number  of  communicants,  the  number 
of  candidates  for  confirmation,  have  increased  far  beyond  the  growth  of  our  popula- 
tion. In  some  of  our  most  extensive  parishes,  and  especially  in  the  two  great  towns 
of  the  Dioeese,  the  communicants  have  nearly  doubled  since  the  first  account  which 
I  received  of  them :  the  candidates  for  confirmation  are  trebled  ;  and  thus  the  Clergy 
have  the  rews^d  of  knowing  that  the  labour,  the  anxiety,  the  personal  sacrifices  whicn 
have  procured  an  increase  of  the  means  of  ^race,  have  not  been  employed  in  vain. 
Proon,  moreover,  are  thus  ^ven,  that  opposition  or  indifference  towards  the  Establish- 
ment, or  even  separation  from  it,  has  not  generally  arisen  from  an^  distrust  of  its 
difldpline  or  doctrines,  but  from  the  difiieulty«  or  practical  impossibiUt^r,  of  obtaining 
instmetion  within  its  pale.**_pp.  14 — 15.  See  also  a  most  interesting  statisticu 
account  of  the  Churches  lately  built  within  the  Diocese  of  Chester,  in  Appendix 
Ko.  1,  of  his  Lordship^s  Charge. 

These  gratifyins  facts  are  not  the  less  worthy  of  notice  from  their  connexion  with 
a  Diocese  in  WhicS  Tractarianism  has  made  little,  if  any  progress ;  and  which  is  pre- 
sided over  by  a  Prelate  whose  theological  views  have  been  thus  described  in  one  of 
the  leading  organs  of  the  party :  "  Every  one  knows  that  the  Bishop  of  Chester, 
exoellent  as  he  is  in  many  respects,  is  one  qf  the  extreme  qf  the  u/^m-evaogelical 
school'!— E©. 


34  wab  tbe  movbmbnt  reauired! 

Maltby,  Bishop  op  Dubham. — 1841. 

7.  Strongly,  then,  must  I  ackDowledge  my  regret,  that,  with 
nothiDg  like  an  appearance  of  stringent  necessity,  or  the  prospect 
of  adequate  advantage,  the  writers  of  these  Tracts  should  hare 
come  forward  to  disturb  the  peace  of  the  Church. 

8.  Something  has  been  said  about  an  alleged  departure  from  the 
Rubric,  in  order  to  justify  the  interference  of  the  authors  of  these 
Tracts.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  point  in  which  the  directions 
of  the  Bubric  had  been  transgressed  in  a  way  inconvenient  or 
offensive ;  but,  if  such  had  been  the  case,  the  evil  could  surely 
have  been  remedied  by  an  appeal  to  the  proper  authorities,  the 
heads  of  the  Church.  Neither  do  I  recollect  to  have  heard,  at  the 
time,  of  any  alarm  respecting  the  state  of  Doctrine  in  the  Church; 
althoupfh  apprehensions  were,  no  doubt,  entertained  as  to  its  outward 
condition  and  prosperity. 

BowsTEAD,  Bishop  op  Lichfield.^ — 1841. 

2.  It  is  only  by  reference  to  the  past  state  of  the  Church  and  of 
the  country,  that  we  can  form  a  correct  estimate  of  our  present 
condition.  And  I  must  say,  that  I  believe  that  the  present  age 
will  bear  a  favourable  comparison  with  the  age  that  preceded  it — 
the  present  century  with  the  past. 

3.  During  a  considerable  portion  of  the  last  century^  some  of  the 
most  prominent  doctrines  of  the  Church  and  of  Christianity  were 
rarelv  insisted  on.  It  was  so  with  the  great  doctrine  of  Justifica- 
tion by  Faith  alone.  A  general  coldness  and  deadness  to  religion 
had  overspread  the  land ;  and  the  affections  of  the  people  were, 
to  a  great  extent,  alienated  from  the  Church. 

4.  It  pleased  God,  however,  to  raise  up  a  body  of  men,  by  whose 
labours  within  the  Church,  a  pleasing  change  was  brought  about  ; 
many  encouraging^  siros  of  increased  zeal  on  the  part  of  the 
Clergy  were  exhibited,  while  the  attachment  of  the  people  to  the 
Establishment  was  in  a  great  measure  regained. 

Strachan,  Bishop  op  Toronto. — 1841. 

5.  Nevertheless  her  true  nature  and  character  seemed,  till 
lately,  to  have  been  in  a  great  degree  forgotten,  or  very  little 
understood,  even  by  many  of  her  professed  children.  The  writings 
of  her  Rbpormbbs  and  Mabttbs,^  teho  cofutantly  refer  to  primi- 


6  See  Note  7,  p.  6 — Ed. 

7  The  Brituh  OriHc,  of  July,  1041,  had  not  reached  the  Diocese  of  Toronto,  when 
hia  Lorddiip  delirered  hia  Charge,  or  he  would  have  learned  that  **  to  call  the  earlier 
Reformen,  mariyrty  is  to  beg  the  question,  which,  of  course,  Protestants  do  not  consider 
a  question ;  but  which  no  one  pretending  to  the  name  of  Catholic,  can,  for  a  moment, 
thmk  of  conceding  to  them,  viz.,  whether  that,  for  which  these  persons  suffered,  were 
<  the  TrtUh  $*  **^  Vtde  BrUiih  CriHe,  No.  60,  page  14 — En. 
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Iree  ANTiQcrrr^/or  the  truth  and  soundness  of  their  doctrines^  were 
little  read:?  and  hasty  and  indistinct  yiews,  on  many  important 
points,  began  to  be  adopted,  even  by  many  of  the  Clergy,  who 
ought  to  have  been  better  instmcted.  Low  views  of  the  Sacra- 
ments, and  of  the  priestly  office,  were  publicly  avowed,  and  taught 
from  the  pulpit.  A  fearful  neglect  of  obedience  to  the  Church  had 
become  ao  very  general,  that  it  ceased  to  be  considered  a  duty. 
Erastianism  was  openly  asserted  by  many  of  our  rulers,  and  too 
freqaently  acquiesced  in  by  the  Clergy.  There  was  also  a  faint- 
heartedness among  sincere  Churchmen, — ^a  disposition  to  sit  still 
and  wait  the  storm,-— a  want  of  that  bold  and  faithful  spirit,  which 
fearlessly  proclaims  and  fiffhts  for  the  truth. 

6.  These  evils  were  making  great  and  alarming  progress— 

Sumner,  Bishop  op  Winchester. — 1841. 
VfdB  PazBgnph  14  of  bis  Lordship^s  Chari^,  in  the  preceding  chapter. 

MusGRATE,  Bishop  op  Hereford. — 1842. 

[Yet  I  must  be  permitted  to  say,  that  somewhat  simultaneously 
with, — ^though  many  think  independently  of,^ — these  erroneous 
views  and  proceedings,  has  been  aroused  a  spirit  of  revived  in- 
quiry^ '  ....  Lax  and  uncertain  notions  were  afloat  respecting 
the  Unity  of  the  Church  :  an  outward  and  nominal  conformity  was 
often  deemed  sufficient ;  a  defective  and  partial  allegiance  was  the 
resnJt.J 

BtSHop  op  Llandafp.^1842. 

18.  That  this  last,*  however,  was  the  state  of  our  own  Church, 
when   these   publications  began,  I  can  by  no  means  admit.   As 

*  The  Bishop  of  Toronto  u  evidently  not  one  of  the  **  persons  who  feel,  with 
Mr.  Froudb*^  Eorro&s,  that  the  views  respeetiyely,  of  Chtholie  AnHquUp,  and  of  the 
BngRA  R^ormatumy  (except  so  far  as  the  genius  of  the  latter  has  been  overruled  by 
tnflaenees  e*trirme  i/o  the  opinwnt  and  vBuhn  qfiU  promoters,  J  are  *  not  only  diverging, 
but  oppoeett ^ l—Vuie  Briiith  Cfritio,  No.  60,  p.  28— Ed. 

9  Can  it  be  inferred  from  henoe,  that,  previous  to  the  Traetarian  movement,  there 
were  any  members  of  the  Church  of  Ensland,  who  **  hated  and  tiespised  the  Reformers/* 
and  were  in  the  habit  of  *<  speaking  aurespectfuOg  of  them**  ? — (Froude^s  Remains, 
voL  L  pp.  434,  436.)  Any  who,  being  **  disgusted'*  with  the  writings  of  **  swA  a 
sei^  (Ibid.  pp.  380.  304,)  and  having  ''almost  made  up  their  minds  that  the 
Rationalist  sphit  theg  set  a^oat  uhu  the  ^9vh&wpo<ff^s  qfthe  Revelations,  (Ibid,  p.  380,) 
Kgarded  them  as  **  persons  not  to  be  trusted  on  eoolesiastieal  and  theological  questions'*''  9 
Such  was  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Fronde ;  an  opinion  in  which  **  his  Editors,**  Mr.  Nbwman 
AND  Mil  Kkblk  ..  leaders^  be  it  remembered,  not  disciples  of  the  Traetarian  school — 
have  ''intimated  their  own  seneral  acquiescence;**  oonsiderins  it,  moreover,  as  a 
"topic"  which  "lies  not  only  m  but  across  the  way  of  an  English  Churchman,  incul^ 
eating  adherence  to  ai»/i^tty.**_  Vide  Froude^s  Remains,  Part  2,  Preface,  p.  10.  The 
italics,  &c,  in  the  text,  are  not  his  Lord8hip*8. — Ed. 

*  Compare  Bishop  of  Ossory,  Ferns,  and  Leighlin,  paragraph  06  ;  and  Bishop  of 
Llandaff^  paragraph  18,  p.  36. — Ed. 

'  See  Note  3,  ]p.  10.    The  whole  passage  will  be  found  in  paragraphs  87,  88 Ed. 

)  A  ^Slumbering  amidst  the  formalities  of  a  settled  and  secure  Establishment.**—. 
Paragraph  17.— Ed. 

d2 
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compared  with  the  preceding  age,  there  had  sprung  up,  long  before 
they  appeared,  a  juster  sense  of  the  nature  and  daties  of  the 
pastoral  office,  and  of  the  obligation  of  ordination  tows,  a  growing 
improvement  in  the  performance  of  Public  Worship,  and  in  the  tone 
and  matter  of  Preaching ;  and  certainly,  there  was  spread  through- 
out society  a  more  enlightened  acquaintance  with  Church  history^ 
and  with  the  ground  of  our  separation  from  the  Church  of  Borne. 

Blomfield,  Bishop  op  London. — 1842. 

69.  It  will  not,  I  think,  be  denied,  that  the  Church  of  this 
country,  in  point  of  energy,  power,  and  usefulness,  is,  by  Clod^s 
goodness,  at  this  moment  progressive.  Strange,  that  at  this  very 
time,  complaints  should  be  uttered,  of  her  wearing  the  chains  of 
an  ignoble  thraldom  ;^  of  her  being  compelled  to  mutter  in  indis- 
tinct accents  the  praises  of  God,  and  of  her  not  affording  sufficient 
scope  for  the  indulgence  of  devotional  feelings, — that  Church,  in 
which  the  seraphic  piety  of  Hooker,  and  Hall,  and  Taylor,  and 
Herbert,  and  Ken,  and  Wilson,  felt  no  deficiency  nor  restraint. 

O^Brien,  Bishop  of  Ossobt,  Ferns,  and  Leiohlin. — 1842. 

[.  .  .  In  the  Church  itself,  the  current  had  set  strongly  in  against 
those  erroneous  or  loose  notions  upon  the  authority  of  the  Church, 


^  His  Lordship  refers,  {inter  aiia,)  to  the  following  pasoage  in  the  Introduction  to 
Tract  90,  p.  4:— 

*'  Till  her  members  are  stirred  up  to  this  religious  coune,  let  the  Church  sit  still  ; 
let  her  be  content  to  be  in  bondage  ;  let  her  work  in  chains ;  let  her  submit  to  her 
imperfections  as  a  punishment ;  let  her  go  on  teaching  witii  the  stammering  lips  of 
ambiguous  formularies,  and  inconsistent  precedents^  and  principles  but  paraally 
developed.*' 

In  the  teoond  edition  of  No.  90, — |mbli8hed  after  the  prohibition  of  the  Tract  by  the 
Bishop  of  Oxford,  and  its  condemnation  by  the  Hebdomwlal  Board,— 4he  aboTe  passage 
stands  as  follows :— ^  Till  (we)  are  stirred  up  to  this  religious  course,  let  the  Ohurcn, 
(our  Mother,)  sit  still ;  let  (her  children)  be  content  to  be  in  bondage  ;  let  (us)  work 
m  chains  ;  let  (us)  submit  to  (our)  imperfections  tm  a  punishment ;  let  (us)  go  on 
teaching,  (through  the  medium  of  indeterminate  statements,)  and  inconsiatent  prece- 
dents, and  principles  but  partially  dereloped.'* 

In  "  mbtequeni^^  editions,  the  passage  is  nmrn  slightly  varied,  and  the  following 
note  annexed.  **  The  author  has  lately  heara  that  these  words  have  been  taken  as 
spoken  in  an  insulting  and  reproachful  tone  ;  he  meant  them  in  the  sense  of  the  lines 
in  the  Lyra  Apoetoliea:— 

«<  Bide  fhontfiy  time! 
Watch  with  meek  eye§  the  race  of  pride  and  crime ; 
Sit  in  the  gate,  and  be  the  heathen's  jest, 
Smiling  and  ielfpoiaest,' "  ftc. 

Surely  there  is  something  very  incongruous  in  these  two  descriptions,  if  intended  to 
apply  to  the  same  object,  under  the  same  circumstances.  That  "  the  aJUeted  Church** 
tfiould  <<  bide  her  time,**  and  possess  her  soul  in  **  Patience,**  {vide  **  Lyra  Apoetoliea,** 
p.  225,)  is  nothing  more  than  might  be  looked  for  from  her:  but  that  while  suffering 
"punishment*''  for  her  ** imperfections,**  and  "  teaching  with  the  stammering  lips  of 
ambiguous  formularies  and  inconsistent  precedents,  and  principles  but  partiaUff  de~ 
velopedy**  she  should  still  sit  and  smUe,  and  retain  her  se^f'possession  and  this,  too. 
In  the  sight  qf  the  heathen,  is  rather  too  much  to  be  expected..-.£D. 
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vhich  give  licence  to  self-goyernment  within  it,  or  to  actual  seces- 
sion from  its  pale there  was  a  real  and  healthy 

reaction  in  fayonr  of  aathority  and  order,  with  which  this  movement 
fell  in,  though  it  has  poshed  it  to  so  unhealthy  an  extreme.] 

[ .  .  .  .1  belieye,  that  while  at  no  former  period  did  the  Clergy 
manifest  more  piety  and  zeal,  there  never  was  a  period  in  which 
they  were  so  soundly  informed ;  and  that,  in  particular,  the  true 
principles  of  our  Church  were  never  so  well  known  by  her  minis- 
ters, and  never  more  deeply  valued.  I  believe  that  this  is  the  case 
in  England  ;  I  am  sure  it  is  so  amongst  ourselves ;  and  I  do  hope, 
that  t£ese  men  will  find  that  they  have  underrated  the  attachment 
of  the  Cleigy,  and  of  the  people  of  England  too,  to  the  principles 
against  which  they  have  declared  open  war.]^ 

Peabson,  Dean  of  Salubuet. — 1842. 

42.  It  is  on  all  sides  acknowledged,  that  the  low  state  of 
religious  principle  and  practice  which  unhappily  prevailed  in  the 
Churcsh  during  the  greater  part  of  the  last  century,  was  followed 
by  a  powerful  and  ralutary  reaction;  alloyed,  indeed,  by  a  wide- 
spread defection,  too  much  occasioned,  perhaps,  by  injudicious 
discouragement  and  opposition,  accompanied  by  some  erroneous 
doctrines,  and  disgraced  by  some  fisinatical  proceedings.  The 
secession  has,  it  is  to  be  lamented,  continued,  and  has  swelled  the 
ranks  of  previous  division  and  dissent ;  but,  in  the  mean  time, 
good,  great  and  lasting,  has  been  the  result,  in  the  revival  and 
more  general  adoption  of  scriptural  and  reformed  truth ;  in  the 
conversion  of  multitudes  from  moral  and  religious  deadness  and 
indifference  to  spiritual  light  and  life  ;  in  the  Christian  instruction 
of  the  poor,  and  in  the  improved  education  of  the  rich ;  in  the 
lenoyated  energies  of  old  institutions,  and  in  the  activity  and  zeal 
of  new  ones,  for  the  difiusion  of  Divine  truth,  and  the  evangeliza- 
tion of  the  world,  the  influence  of  which  is  visibly  manifest  in  the 
improred  character  and  habits  of  all  ranks  and  orders  of  men 
among  us,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest,  in  public  as  well  as  in 
private  life,  at  home  and  abroad;  in  the  continually-increasing 
danand  for  facilities  and  opporfcunities  of.  worship  in  the  Church  in 
our  native  land,  and  in  the  ramification  of  its  Episcopal  Establish- 
ment and  order  in  the  colonies  and  distant  possessions  of  the 
British  Empire. 

43.  Meanwhile,  as  I  observed  three  years  since,  the  progress  and 
hostility  of  dissent  were  evidently  checked ;  what  was  crude  or 
extreme  in  the  statements  of  a  few  zealous,  but  imperfectly- 
educated  men,  was  gradually  becoming  more  moderate  and  mature ; 
and  all  that  was  irregular  and  enthusiastic,  was  evidently  yielding 

^  Vid0  Note  3,  p.  10.    The  pafleagee  will  be  found  at  length  in  paragraphs  95—160. 
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to  Bobriety  and  order.  The  progress  of  this  improyed  state  of  the 
Church  was  so  steady  and  so  confessedly  beneficial,  that  it  was 
regarded  with  almost  unmixed  satisfaction  by  her  adherents,  and 
with  admiration,  mingled  with  apprehension  as  to  its  probable 
effect  upon  their  own  interests,  even  by  her  adversaries  themselves. 
All  that  was  wanting  to  render  her  the  *' joy  of  many  generations^ 
of  her  own  children,  and  a  blessing  to  all  nations,  was  the  conti- 
nuance and  pervading  influence  of  a  spirit  which  had  already  been 
the  means  of  producing  such  important  and  salutary  results. 

44.  It  may  be,  that  this  was  more  than  could  be  reasonably 
expected  in  our  present  imperfect  state ;  and,  what  is  painful  to 
add,  that  He  who  is  in  the  midst  of  the  golden  candlesticks,  and 
whose  eye  of  fire  detects  the  slightest  diminution  of  their  bright- 
ness, might  perceive^  that  in  our  own,  the  purity  of  its  light  was 
beginning  to  be  impaired,  and  the  genial  warmth  of  its  rays  to  be 
lessened  by  the  sunshine  of  this  world^s  favour  and  prosperity. 
And,  as  it  would  seem,  that  the  spiritual,  no  less  than  the  physical 
atmosphere  of  this  disordered  world  can  only  be  beneficially  regu- 
lated by  opposite  and  contending  influences,  the  chilling  blast,  for 
such  it  has  been  felt  by  me  and  by  many,  to  which  I  referred  at  an 
early  period  of  this  address,  might  be  permitted  to  sweep  over 
every  quarter  of  the  Church,  to  admonish  us  of  our  declensions, 
and  to  compel  us  to  rekindle,  at  its  heavenly  source,  both  our  light 
and  our  love. 

55.  The  writers  whom  I  am  opposing,  give,  no  doubt,  a  very 
difierent  solution  of  some  of  the  phenomena  which  we  mutually 
acknowledge.  They,  too,  claim  the  merit  of  an  improved  and 
altered  state  of  sentiment  and  conduct,  and  of  zeal  and  exertion, 
in  the  Church ;  and  I  am  far  from  wishing  to  detract  from  what 
may  be  sound  and  useful  in  their  labours. 

46.  My  contest  with  them  is  not  so  much  as  to  the  extent  of 
their  influence,  whatever  it  may  be,  or  the  amount  of  their  success, 
so  far  as  it  may  have  proved  beneficial,  as  with  regard  to  the 
quality  of  their  instructions,  and  the  tendency  of  their  proceed- 
ings— and  my  contention  and  my  conviction  is  this — that  by  admit- 
ting a  false  principle^  respecting  the  Rule  of  Faith,  they  have 
introduced  and  accredited  a  system  of  religion,  resembling,  indeed, 
to  a  certain  extent,  what  is  ancient,  but  at  variance,  at  once  with 
the  inspired  standard  of  primitive  Christian  truth,  and  with  the 
reformed  doctrine  of  our  Church ;  and  productive  of  effects 
specious  and  externally  fair,  and  commendable  in  the  eyes  of  men, 
rather  than  of  what  is  sound  and  spiritual,  and  really  profitable  to 
mankind. 

Thirl  WALL,  Bishop  op  St.  David's. — 1842. 
Vide  Paragrapba  12, 13, 14, 15,  of  his  LordBhip*8  Chmrge,  tf^/ra,  chap.  it. 
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P«PTg,  Bishop  op  Wobcbbteb. — 1848. 

25.  Socb  are  some  of  the  principal  deviations  from  the  Rubric, 
which  have  been  pleaded  as  justifying  a  morement  in  the  Church, 
which  has  set  one  minister  against  another,  introducing  divisions 
and  disputes,  where  before  was  only  concord  and  unanimity. 

26.  This  movement,  indeed,  seems  to  have  been  the  less  neces- 
sary, when  we  take  a  view  of  the  general  conduct  of  the  parochial 
Clergy,  and  compare  it  with  what  it  is  represented  to  have  been, 
not  a  century  since.  It  would  ill  become  me  to  use  the  language 
of  flattery ;  but,  speaking  of  the  Clergy  as  a  bodv,  I  will  venture 
to  say,  that  they  have,  of  late  years,  been  distinguished  by  an 
increased  zeal  in  the  discharge  of  their  important  functions ;  by  an 
anxious  wish  to  preach  with  effect  the  great  leading  truths  of  our 
holy  religion ;  by  an  active  superintendence  of  the  education  of 
their  younger  parishioners;  and  by  the  habit  of  ministerial  visits  at 
the  houses  of  those  committed  to  their,  charge.  Compare  the 
parochial  minister  of  the  present  day  with  the  representation  of 
him  given  in  the  pages  of  Addison,  Swift,  or  Fielding,  and  we 
must  admit  the  advantage  to  be  most  decidedly  in  our  favour. 
When,  therefore,  such  was  the  case,  the  policy  may  well  be 
doubted,  of  disturbing  a  system,  already  so  much  improved,  and  of 
Bubstitoting  a  regard  for  obsolete  forms,  and  antiquated  ceremonies, 
for  that  more  spiritual  tone  which  had,  of  late  years,  been  given  to 
the  miiustratioQ  of  our  public  services. 
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Sumner,  Bishop  of  Chester. — 1841. 
Vide  pangraph  4  of  his  Lordship^  Chmrge,  in  chap.  i. 

Musgraye,  Bishop  op  Hereford. — 1842. 

70.  The  quick  and  extensive  propagation,  in  some  quarters,  of 
opinions  tending  to  exalt  the  claims  of  the  Church,  and  therewithal 


*  The  Bey.  J.  A.  Churk^  Rector  of  St  Androw^s,  Philadelphia,  in  his  ''  Glimpses 
of  the  Old  World/*  (yoI.  iL  p.  58,)  gives  the  following  account  of  the  Rise  and 
Character  of  the  Tractarian  movement,  as  communicated  to  him,  durinff  his  visit  to 
London,  by  the  Rev.  Josiah  Pratt,  B.D.,  Vicar  of  St.  Stephanas,  Coleman  Street. 
Mr.  Pratt*s  testimony,  upon  such  a  subject,  will  be  duly  appreciated  by  all  who  have 
the  privilege  of  being  acquainted  with  hun. 

''As  Mr.  Pratt  was  educated  at  Oxford,  the  conversation  very  naturally  turned 
upon  the  new  divinity  emanating  from  that  University.  He  gave  us  a  very  interest- 
ing account  of  its  rise.  He  remarked,  that  it  had  come  into  the  Church  with  a 
noiseless  and  stealthy  step.  At  first  it  concealed  its  real  character  under  the  veil  of 
poetic  mysticism.  Seveial  men,  of  a  contemplative  and  metaphysical  turn  of  mind, 
who  also  bore  the  character  of  humble  and  exemplaiy  Christians,  and  were  known  to 
possess  extensive  learning,  were  attracted  towanls  it  Their  high  standing,  and  the 
relation  they  bore  to  the  University,  exerted  a  powerful  influence  upon  tiie  minds  of 
the  students.  Directly,  a  number  of  young  men,  of  gifted  powers  and  erudite  scholar- 
ship, became  fascinated  by  its  deep  mystic  character,  and  avowed  themselves  its 
disciples. — ^These  Oxford  views,  Mr.  P.  feared,  were  widely  spreading  through  Eng- 
land. He  had  aiterUively  read  the  '  Tract*  for  the  Tlmety'*  and  could  come  to  no  other 
conclusion,  than  that  this  new  theology  was  nothing  more  twr  leu  than  the  ejeploded 
errore  ef  Popery  rewnedJ*^ 

Such  is  the  opinion  of  one  who,  as  Mr.  Clark  truly  observes, ''  bears  the  marks  of 
forty  years  faithful  service  of  his  Master,  and  has  stood  by  his  principles  without 
varying  a  hair^s-breadth  to  court  popular  applause.'" 

Mr.  Bird,  in  the  work  to  which  I  have  already  referred,  {Vide  eupra,  p.  10, 
note  4,)  thinks  that  he  has  **  taken  the  kindest  view  of  the  possible  origin  of  the  Tract 
System,"  in  tracing  it  to  *'a  certain  rash  and  ill-regviated  holineis  ;**  in  other  words,  "a 
seal  for  God,  but  not  according  to  knowledge,**  of  which  "  the  late  Mr.  Irvmg** 
afforded  so  striking  an  example.  "  Bishop  M'Ilvainb,**  he  adds,  **  takes  a  different 
view ;  and  ascribes  it  to  the  operation  of  a  secret  hostility  to  the  true  principle  of 
JustifioaHon.  The  lamented  Dr.  Arnold  takes  another;  he  thinks  it  due  to  an 
extreme  dread  of  the  principle  qf  privale  judgment.  Mr.  Pbrcxval's  narrative  of  the 
circumstances  that  attended  the  setting  on  foot  the  *  Oxford  Tracts,*  (in  which  he 

took  a  part,)  gives  a  political  cast  to  the  transaction Some  persons,  and 

not  without  reason,  ascribe  the  movement  to  the  jealousy  and  dislike  felt  tovoards  that 
body  qfmen,  whOy  under  God,  had  been  the  chi^  instrfiments  qf  a  revival  qf  vital  piety 
in  Ae  Churchy  and  had  ^edually  cheeked  the  d^edwn^  wMoh  was  previouefy  taking 
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of  the  Clergy,  can  be  no  proof  of  their  Bonndness ;   as  error  is 
oftentimes  more  rapid  in  its  march  than  truth. 

See  also  paragraph  22. 

O^Bbien,  Bishop  of  Ossory,  Ferns  and  Leighlin. — 1842. 

92.  How  this  party  has  been  formed,  and  what  its  present  state 
isj  all  who  hear  me,  in  a  general  way  know.  It  is  known,  that  is, 
to  eyery  one,  that  a  movement  has  been  going  on  for  some  years, 
originating  with  certain  members  of  the  Uniyersity  of  Oxford ; 
which  had  for  its  professed  object,  to  bring  our  Church  back  to  her 
true  principles,  from  which,  from  various  unfavourable  circum- 
stances in  her  position,  she  was  represented  as  haying  widely 
strayed.  And  it  is  also  known,  that  this  movement  has  for  some 
time  gone  so  far  beyond  its  ostensible  object,  as  to  alarm  not  a  few 
even  of  those  who  looked  upon  it  at  first  with  approbation  and 
hope.  Every  one  must  have  this  kind  of  general  knowledge  of  the 
history  of  this  remarkable  movement.  But  it  is  to  be  expected, 
that  there  are  many  who  only  know  it  in  some  such  way ;  who 
soon  learned  enough  of  its  nature  and  objects,  to  feel  satisfied  that 
neither  for  their  own  edification,  nor  for  that  of  their  flocks,  were 
they  concerned  to  know  more  ;  and  who  felt,  that  as  neither  were 
disturbed,  or  likely  to  be  disturbed  by  it,  they  had  no  motive  or 
good  excuse  for  spending  the  time  which  their  active  labours  left 
for  preparation  for  the  instruction  of  their  people,  in  such  study  of 
the  various  publications  of  this  party,  as  might  enable  them  to 
watch  and  note  its  progress.  I  should  be  sorry  to  turn  any  aside, 
from  this  quiet  and  useful  course,  into  the  thorny  and  unprofitable 
paths  of  controversy.  But  it  is  evidently  desirable,  that  now 
every  minister  of  the  Church  should  know  something  more  than 
this  of  a  party,  in  the  very  bosom  of  the  Church  itself,  possessed  of 
such  wide-spread  influence,  of  such  activity,  ability,  watchfulness, 
and  perseverance ;  and  who  have  given  such  indications  of  their  prin- 
ciples and  designs,  as  to  make  their  growing  strength  a  natural  cause 
of  alarm  to  all  who  value  the  blessings  of  sound  doctrine  and  pure 
worship,  which  the  Beformation  has  obtained  for  us.     Even  what 


from  her  communion,  and  wouid  have  brottght  her  to  rvknJ*^  Second  Plea  for  the 
Reformed  Churchy  pp.  16—18.  The  Bishop  of  Calcutta,  speaking  of  <^the  tune 
eeleeted**  by  the  authors  of  the  movement  *'  for  Btirring  this  controversy,*^  and  of 
their  **  manner  of  handling  it,*'  states  his  conviction,  that  ''both  the  one  and  the 
other  marked  the  secret,  and  to  themselves  unobserved,  devices  of  the  great  spiritual 
adversary:*^ — {^Vide  supra,  p.  32.)  The  Bishop  of  Cubstkr  {Vide  Par.  4.  6—11.) 
expresses  the  same  sentiment,  in  the  figurative  language  of  our  Lord^s  parable  of  the 
Wheat  and  the  Tares,  and  has  been,  in  consequence,  not  very  respectfully  accused,  by 
Mr.  Perceval,  of  **  denouncing  those  who  are  members  of  the  Church,  but  differ  from 
him  in  their  interpretation  of  the  term  *  Justification  by  Faith,*  to  be  men  raised  up, 
or  moved  by  Satan,  for  the  injury  of  the  salvation  of  the  human  raoe.'*-.^Ftd(0 
Peceeval*B  Letter  to  the  Bishop  of  Chester,  pp.  12,  la)— Ed. 
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I  have  already  brought  before  you  of  their  princijples,  ought  to  be 
enough  to  make  you  regard  the  present  state  of  this  party  as  a 
matter  of  pressing  practical  interest.  And  the  course  by  which  it 
has  arrived  at  this  state,  could  it  be  accurately  reviewed,  would  be 
found  pregnant  with  instruction  and  warning.  I  cannot  attempt 
to  supply  this  knowledge  fully,  or,  indeed,  to  do  more  than  very 
slightly  to  glance  at  the  details  of  this  instructive  history.  But, 
however  far  short,  what  I  shall  be  able  to  say  must  be  from  a  full 
account  of  the  rise  and  progress  of  this  movement  in  the  Church, 
and  however  superfluous  it  may  be  for  some,  I  hope  it  may  give 
some  useful  information  to  not  a  few  of  those  to  whom  I  speak. 

[Publication  of  the  "  Tracts  for  the  Times,'^  Sept.  1833.] 

93.  The  first  open  indications  of  this  tnavement^  were  a  series  of 
publications,  under  the  title  of  *'  Tracts  for  the  Times  ;^  the  de- 
clared object  of  which  was,  to  aid  the  rulers  of  the  Church  to  meet 
the  difficulties  with  which  they  had  to  contend,  by  stirring  up  her 
ministers  to  remember  and  assert  the  power  which  had  been  be- 
stowed upon  them  at  their  ordination,  and  by  giving  her  lay-members 
better  information  concerning  her  constitution  and  principles — ^by- 
imparting  to  them  clearer  views  of  the  foundation  of  her  claims  to 
authority,  and  making  them  better  understand  the  privileges  which 
they  enjoyed  in  her  communion. 

94.  These  were  important  services.  But  the  principles  on  which, 
and  the  mode  in  which,  they  were  to  be  rendered,  were  matters  of 
DO  mean  importance  too.  And  I  cannot  but  think  that,  com- 
paratively cautious  as  were  the  first  steps  of  the  party,  even  in 
their  very  earliest  efforts,  there  was  not  a  little  which  ought  to 
have  suggested  that  this  grave  enterprise  was  not  in  very  safe 
hands. 

95.  But  there  was  much  in  the  circumstances  of  the  times,  to 
procure  a  very  lenient  judgment  for  any  efforts  which  were  made 
m  this  cause.  In  the  first  place,  in  the  Church  itself,  the  current 
had  set  strongly  in  against  those  erroneous,  or  loose  notions,  upon 
the  authority  of  the  Church,  which  give  license  to  self-government 
within  it,  or  to  actual  secession  from  its  pale.  I  do  not  mean  that 
such  notions,  and  their  natural  effects,  had  ceased  to  exist;  but 
that,  within  the  Church  itself,  there  was  a  real  and  healthy  re- 
action in  favour  of  authority  and  order,  with  which  this  movement 
fell  in,  though  it  has  pushed  it  to  so  unhealthy  an  extreme.  And, 
in  the  second  place,  as  to  its  outward  relations,  there  was  much,  at 
the  time,  to  alarm  and  exasperate  Churchmen,  in  the  use  which 
Dissenters,  both  Bomanist  and  Protestant,  were  already  making,  of 
the  great  accessions  of  power  which  they  had  then  but  recently 
obtamed.  And  as,  in  their  concurrent  assaults  upon  the  Church, 
the  latter  were  taking  a  course  more  in  opposition  to  the  religious 
principles  which  they  professed  than  the  former,  they  not  unna- 
turally became  the  chief  objects  of  indignation.     Some  measure  of 
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hostflitj  to  the  Established  Charch  might  haye  been  excnsed  in 
Dissenters ;  as,  though  not  involved  in  the  principle  of  Dissent,  yet, 
from  the  imperfection  of  oar  nature,  a  consequence  practically  of 
the  profession  of  dissent,  which  is  unhappily  too  common  to  excite 
much  surprise  or  resentment.  But  the  bitterness  of  this  hostility, 
and  some  of  the  modes  of  manifesting  it,  and  the  unprincipled 
alliances  to  which  it  led,  admitted  of  no  excuse.  And,  as  is  always 
the  case  in  hasty  judgments,  a  portion  of  the  discredit  which  fell 
most  justly  upon  those  inconsistent  Protestants^  was  extended  to 
the  principles  which  they  dishonoured.  And  the  distinguishing 
doctrines  of  the  Gospel,  which  they,  as  well  as  we,  profess,  in 
addition  to  all  the  prejudices  which  their  own  nature  always  raises 
against  them,  had  to  encounter  a  new  one,  with  many,  at  that 
time,  as  seeming  to  form  a  link  between  us  and  Dissenters.  While, 
for  the  same  reason,  the  doctrinal  errors  of  Rome,  and  all  those 
vices  of  her  system,  which  they,  as  well  as  we,  reject  and  oppose, 
seemed  to  be  viewed,  by  many,  with  mitigated  aversion  and 
dreads 

96.  These  causes,  and  others  on  which  I  do  not  think  it  profit- 
able to  enlarge,  had  prepared  so  favourable  a  reception  for  the 
Tracts,  that  they  soon  obtained  a  considerable  hold  on  the  public 
mind,  in  spite,  as  I  have  intimated,  of  some  indications  of  princi- 
ples which,  under  other  circumstances,  could  hardly  have  failed  to 
excite  very  general  distrust  and  alarm.  Such  apprehensions  might 
not,  perhaps,  have  been  warranted,  by  the  bare  fact,  that  in  these 
writings.  Church  Polity,  and  Rites  and  Geremonies,  seemed  to  be  the 
only  subjects  connected  with  religion,  which  were  considered  worthy 
of  serious  interest ;  because  it  might  be  pleaded,  that  the  very 
object  of  the  Tracts  being  to  correct  the  errors  which  prevailed 
upon  such  matters,  and  especially  the  great  error  of  undervaluing 
them,  they  were  naturally  driven  into  some  measure  of  the  exclu- 
siveness  and  excess  complained  of.  But  though  this  excuse  ought, 
no  doubt,  to  go  for  a  good  deal,  it  could  not  reach  to  all  that  it  had 
to  account  for.  For  it  was  in  various  ways  made  evident,  that  the 
large  and  prominent  place  which  these  subjects  occupied  in  their 
publications,  was  not  due  to  any  temporary  causes,  but  was  an 
essential  characteristic  of  the  religious  system  of  the  writers. 

[Apostolical  Succsssion.'^'l 

97.  Upon  such  points  some  difference  of  views  has,  if  not  always, 
certainly  for  a  long  time,  existed  among  sound  and  attached  mem- 
bers of  our  Church.     And  that  the  writers  of  the  Tracts  took  one 


"^  The  Tarioiu  subjects  treated  of  by  the  Bishop  of  Ossory,  in  his  acoount  of  the 
ori^  and  progress  of  the  Tractarian  movement,  are  r^erred  to,  under  the  heads  to 
which  they  respectively  belong  ;  the  passages  themselves  being  given  in  this  chapter, 
in  their  original  connection,  in  order  that  hu  Lordship^s  very  interesting  narrative  may 
not  be  inteKrapted«^ED. 
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Bide  in  these  differences,  and  maintained  it  strongly,  could  be  no 
net  ground  of  accusation  against  them ;  though  it  of  course  would 
aye  sometimes  been  made  a  charge,  whichever  side  they  had. 
taken.  But  the  fact  was,  that  upon  some  of  these  questions,  their 
views  went  far  beyond  those  of  any  of  the  Divines  who  had  gone 
before  them, — that  is,  of  any  who  had  any  reputation  in  the 
Church,  for  soundness  and  sobriety.  For  example  : — ^All  our 
GREAT  Divines,  who  maintain  the  reality  and  the  advantages  of  a 
succession  ''^/rom  the  Apostles'  time^^''  of  Episcopally-consecrated 
Bishops,  and  Episcopally-ordained  Ministers  in  the  Church,  and 
who  rejoice  in  the  possession  of  it  by  our  own  Church,  as  a  signal 
blessing  and  privilege,  not  only  do    not  maintain   that   this  is 

ABSOLUTELY  ESSENTIAL  TO  THE  BEINO  OF  THE  ChURCH,  BUT  ARE  AT 
PAINS     TO     MAKE     IT     CLEAR,    THAT   THEY   DO     NOT   HOLD     THAT   IT   IS.® 

Whereas  one  of  the  fundamental  principles  of  the  writers  of  the 
Tracts  is,  that  the  Church  is  made  up  of  those  who  are  under 
such  a  ministry,  to  the  exclasion  of  all  others.  And  further,  they 
maintain,  that  Sacramental  grace  is  so  connected  with  the  Aposto- 
lical succession,  that  religious  communities  not  enjoying  the  latter, 
are  necessarily  shut  out  from  the  benefit  of  the  Sacraments,  which 
are  "generally  necessary  to  salvation."® 


^  The  capitals  in  this  passage  are  not  his  Lordship^s.— -Ed. 

9  The  followlDg  passage  is  from  the  British  Critic  of  April,  1842,  p.  498  : — *^  The 
creed  is  the  property  of  me  Church,  and  a  Church  is  such  only  by  virtue  of  that  from 
which  it  obtains  its  unity^  and  it  obtains  its  unity  only  from  that  in  which  it  ogntreg, 
viz.,  the  Bishop  ;  and,  therefore,  all  its  teaching  must  be  through  the  medium  of  the 
Episcopate,  as  is  bbautipully  expressed  in  the  Acts  of  the  Synod  of  Bethlehem, 
which  the  E^astem  Church  transmitted  to  the  nonjuring^  Bishops : — '  Therefore,  we 
declare,  that  this  hath  ever  been  the  doctrine  of  the  Eastern  Church; — that  the 
episcopal  dignity  is  so  necessary  in  the  Church  that,  without  a  Bishop,  there  cannot 
exist  any  Church,  nor  any  Christian  man,  no,  not  so  much  as  in  name.^''*  The  italics 
are  all  the  reviewer^s.  The  same  principles  were  distinctly  enunciated  in  the  earliest 
numbers  of  the  *'  Tracts  for  the  Tunes."  Thus,  in  Tract  1,  p.  3,  we  are  told,  that 
"  we  must  necessarily  consider  none  to  be  really  f^fic^ordained  who  have  not  thus  (sic J 
been  ordained.**  In  Tract  4,  p.  6 : — "  Presbyterians,  and  all  the  Christians  who  have 
no  Bidiops**  are  placed  upon  a  similar  footing  with  "  virtuous  Heathens,  Jews,  or 
Mahometans.** 

That  these  were  the  views,  not  of  the  Disciples  merely,  but  of  the  Teachers  in  the 
Tractarian  School,  is  clearly  proved  by  Mr.  Froude's  letter  to  Mr.  Perceval,  dated 
"Oriel  College,  Aug.  14,  1833:'*— "Since  I  have  been  back  to  Oxford,**  says  Mr. 

Froudb,  "Keblb  has  been  here,  and  he, ,**  (Palmer)  "and  Newman,  have 

come  to  an  agreement,  that  the  points  which  ought  to  be  put  forward  by  us,  are  the 
following : — 

I.  The  doctrine  of  ApostoUc  Succession  as  a  rule  of  practice  ;  t.  e,, 
(1.)  That  the  participation  of  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ  is  essential  to  the 

maintenance  of  Christian  life  and  hope  in  each  individual. 
(2.)  That  it  is  conveyed  to  individual  Christians  only  {sic)  by  the  hands  of  the 

successors  of  the  Apostles  and  their  delegates. 
(3.^  That  the  successors  of  the  Apostles  are  those  who  are  descended  in  a  direct 
hue  from  them  by  the  imposition  of  hands  ;  and  that  the  delegates  of  these  are 
the  respective  presbyters  whom  each  has  commissioned.** 
See  "  PercevoTs  Collection  cf  Papers  connected  with  the  Theological  Movement  qf 
1833,**  p.  12.     The  Rev.  W.  Palmer,  of  Worcester  College,  in  his  "  Narrative  ^ 
Events  connected  with  the  Publication  af  the  Tracts  for  the  limes,"  achnits  that  he  is 
the  person  whose  name  is  suppressed  by  Mr.  Perceval  in  the  foregoing  eztnMst.— Eo. 
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**  A  penon  not  commissioned  from  the  Bbhop,  may  use  the  words  of  Baptism, 
and  sprinkle  or  bathe  with  the  water ;  but  there  is  no  promise  from  Christ,  that 
BQch  a  man  shall  admit  souls  to  the  kingdom  of  Heaven,  A  nerson  not  com- 
missioned, ma  J  break  bread,  and  pour  out  wine,  but  it  can  affora  no  comfort  to 
an  J  to  receive  it  at  his  hands  ;  biecause  there  is  no  warrant  from  Christ  to  lead 
comrannicants  to  suppose,  that  while  he  does  so  here  on  earthy  they  will  be 
partakers  in  the  Saviour's  heavenfy  body  and  blood.**-*- Troc/,  No.  Sd. 

And  again : 

**  And  this  is  a  matter  pertaining  to  each  man's  salvation.  For  that  bread 
and  cup  are  the  appointed  mean,  whereby  the  faithful  are  to  partake  of  Christ's 

body  and  blood  offered  for  their  sins In  the  judg-ment  of  the 

Church,  it  makes  no  less  difference  than  this :  Whether  the  bread  and  cup  which 
he  partakes  of  shall  be  to  him  Christ's  body  and  blood,  or  no.  I  repeat  it :  in 
the  judgment  of  the  Church,  the  Eucharist,  administered  without  Apostolical 
comnnsfiion,  may,  to  pious  minds,  be  a  very  edifying  ceremony ;  but  it  is  not 
that  blessed  thing  which  our  Saviour  graciously  meant  it  to  be  ;  it  is  not '  verily 
and  indeed  taking  and  receiving*  the  body  and  blood  of  Uim,  our  Incarnate 
Lord." — Tract,  No.  52,  p.  7. 

[Tractarian  View  of  the  Eucharist^] 

98.  Their  view  of  the  Eucharist  was,  that,  besides  the  eammu- 
nion^  it  contained  a  sacrifice  commemorative,  and  impetratory  or 
pro|»tiatorj.  The  proper  effect  of  communion  was  *^  the  strength- 
ening and  refreshing  of  the  soul ;"''  although,  inasmuch  as  it  united 
the  believer  with  Christ,  it  indirectly  convej^ed  remission  of  sins. 
Bat  it  was  by  the  sacrifice  that  this  blessing  was,  directly  and 
properly,  procured.  The  sacrifice  was  offered  for  the  whole  Church, 
the  living  and  the  departed  in  Christ,  and  procured  for  both  the 
blessings  of  His  death,  as  they  were  applicable  to  each ;  for  the 
Church  on  earth,  remission  of  sins ;  for  those  who  had  entered  the 
unseen  state,  increased  spiritual  enjoyment,  and  fuller  disclosures  of 
the  beatific  vision.  It  was,  of  course,  as  consecrated,  and  offered 
by  a  priest,  that  it  was  in  either  way  efficacious.  And  the  sacra- 
mental grace  was  so  connected  with  the  symbols  by  the  act  of  con- 
secration, that  they  became  thenceforth  endued,  as  it  seemed,  with 
an  abiding  property  or  quality,  whereby  they  imparted  grace  to  the 
soul,  not  by  any  moral  process, — through  an  operation  on  the  mind 
or  affections, — but  directly;  insomuch,  that  it  was  regarded  as 
among  the  evidences  which  appear  in  our  day,  of  an  imperfect 
apprehension  of  the  consequences  and  effects  of  the  Apostolical 
commission,  even  among  those  who  believed  it,  that  it  tcatdd  be 
maintained  by  most  men^  on  the  first  view  of  the  subject^  that  to 
administer  the  Lord's  Supper  to  in/ants^  or  to  the  dying  and  insensi- 
ble^ was  a  superstition.* 

*  "  We  have  almost  embraced  the  doctrine,  that  God  conveys  grace  only  through 
the  instrumentality  of  the  mental  energies ;  that  is,  through  faith,  prayer,  active 
spiritual  contemplation,  or  (what  is  called)  communwn  with  Ood,  in  contiadiction  to 
the  primitive  view,  according  to  which  the  Church  and  her  Sacraments  are  the 


>   Vide  Note  7,  p.  43,  supra Ed. 
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[Feeling  of  the  Trctctarians  tawarde  the  BefarmatumX^ 

99.  It  could  hardly  be  surprisiDg,  if,  with  such  views,  our  differ- 
ences with  Rome,  in  doctrine,  were  regarded  as  a  light  thing, 
compared  with  our  differences  with  Protestants,  abroad  and  at 
home.  And  such  was  the  case.  The  writers  valued  themselves 
upon  occupying,  what,  according  to  them,  was  the  position 
which  our  Church  had  chosen  for  itself — ^a  just  mean  between 
Romanism  and  Protestantism,  freed  from  the  corruptions  of  the 
former,  and  secured  from  the  irregularities  of  the  latter.  But, 
without  stopping  to  inquire  how  far  this  is  an  exact  descrip- 
tion of  the  position  which  the  Church  desires  to  occupy,  it  was  very 
clear  that  they  were  not  prepared  to  maintain  it  fairly.  In  spite 
of  very  hard  things  said,  from  time  to  time,  against  Popery,^  it  was 
impossible  not  to  feel  that  their  general  tone  was  much  more 
decidedly  Anti-Protestant,  than  not  Roman.  Indeed,  a  leaning 
towards  Rome,  and  against  the  Reformation,  was  soon  visible,  and 
became  more  apparent  as  they  went  on.  At  first,  though  much 
anxiety  was  evinced  to  separate  our  cause  from  that  of  the  Con- 
tinental Reformers,  even  they  were  spoken  of  with  forbearance,  if 
not  with  respect.^     But,  whatever  became  of  them,  a  clear  dis- 

ordained  and  direct  visible  means  of  conveying  to  the  soul,  what  is  in  ifself  super- 
natunl  and  unseen.  For  example,  would  not  most  men  maintain,  that  to  administer 
the  Lord's  Supper  to  infants,  or  to  the  dying  and  insensible,  however  consistently 
pious  and  believing  in  their  past  lives,  was  a  superstition  ?  And  yet  both  practices 
have  the  sanction  of  primitive  usaffe.*' — Adveriisemeni  to  the  Second  Voiume  qf  the 
Tracts.  This  seems  to  have  been  felt  to  be  too  strong,  and  it  was  altered  thus  :  *'  For 
example,  would  not  most  men  maintain,  that  to  administer  the  Lord'b  Supper  to 
infante,  or  to  the  dyin^  and  apparently  insensible,  however  consistently  pious  and 
believing  in  their  past  Uves,  must  be,  under  all  circumstances^  and  in  every  conceivable 
ease,  a  superstition?  And  yet  neither  practice  is  without  the  sanction  of  primitive 
usajze.**  These  changes  make  the  passage  sound  somewhat  less  startling,  but  they  are 
really  either  deceptions  or  unmeaning.  To  take  the  first.  What  is  meant  by  the 
addition  of  apparently  to  insensible  9  Does  it  not  seem  to  intimate  that  the  author  did 
not  mean  to  deny,  that  to  administer  the  Lord^s  Supper  to  one  who  was  really  in* 
sensible,  would  be  a  superstition  ?  that  he  only  meant  to  plead  that  those  who  would 
administer  the  rite  to  one  who  appears  to  be  insensible,  are  not  to  be  arraigned  as 
necessarily  guilty  of  this  superstition  ?  Must  not  this  be  supposed  to  be  his  meaning, 
in  order  to  eive  any  force,  or  even  sense,  to  this  addition  ?  And  yet  any  one  who  con> 
aiders  the  whole  passage,  will  see  that  this  could  not  have  been  what  was  intended  bj 
the  author ;  and  that  what  he  must  have  meant  was  what  he  first  wrote,  viz.,  that  to 
regard  as  superstitious  the  administering  of  the  Lord's  Supper  to  the  insensible, 
is  a  proof  of  an  imperfect  apprehension  of  the  extent  of  the  Apostolic  commission, 
and  a  proof  of  Rationalistic  and  carnal  views  of  the  holy  Sacrament. 


s  See  Note  7,  p.  43,  supra Ed. 

8  Mr.  Newman's  Retractation  of  the  "very hard  things*'  which  he  had  "written 
against  the  Roman  system,"  was  not  published  when  his  Lox^ship  delivered  his  Charge. 
See  Appendix  B. — Ed. 

^  Mr.  Palmer,  in  his  *'  Narrative,'*  p.  23,  admito  that,  at  an  early  period  of  the 
movement,  ''sentiments  were  occasionally  expressed*'  with  reference  to  "  the  character 
of  the  English  and  the  Foreign  Reformers,  which  seemed  extremely  unjust  to  the 
Reformers,  and  injurious  to  the  Church ;"  still,  even  in  January,  1838,  the  British 
Critic  speaks  of  the  Reformation  as  *'  that  great  deliverance  ;"  and  eoes  so  far  as  to 
assert,  that  '*  unless  we  join  issue  with  the  Socinians  of  the  day,  and  avow  that  the 
Reformation  itself  was  conducted  on  a  dtfective  principle,  we  must  follow  in  Uie  ffood 
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tmction  in  fikvonr  of  oar  own  Beformation  was  strongly  maintained. 
And  wben  principles  were  stated,  or  arguments  employed,  which 
seemed  to  make  against  its  lawfulness,  pains  were  sometimes  taken 
to  shew  that  they  did  not  apply  to  it^  or  that  there  was  somethiug 
to  lessen  their  force,  as  appliea  to  it.  It  uufortunately  happened, 
not  unfrequently,  that  the  charge  was  very  insufficiently  removed 
by  the  defence.  But  even  when  such  apologies  were  most  success- 
ful, their  effect  was  to  present  it  rather  as  a  procedure  which  might 
he  justified,  and  which  did  not  destroy  the  constitution  and  autho- 
rity of  the  Church,  than  as  a  needful  purification  and  renovation  of 
the  Church,  to  which  its  members  were  to  be  taught  to  look  back 
with  exultation  and  thankfulness.  And  the  references  to  this 
great  event  became  less  and  less  calculated  to  inspire  such  happier 
feelings ;  and  seemed  directly  designed  to  give  a  painful  impression 
of  the  violence  and  irregularity  which  accompanied  it, — of  the 
weakness  of  the  best  of  the  chief  agents  engaged  in  it, — of  the 
evil  influences  under  which  they  acted, — and  of  the  imperfections 
of  the  work  which  they  accomplished.  A  reader  of  the  Tracts 
might  find  it  hard  to  determine  what,  in  the  judgment  of  the 
writers,  we  had  gained  by  the  Reformation,  and  what  was  its 
value ;  but  he  could  not  doubt  that  in  their  judgment  we  had  lost 
much,  and  much  which  they  regarded  as  of  no  mean  importance. 

[Justification.— Bule  of  Faithfi] 
100.  It  was  very  plain,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  great  Doc- 
trines, then  restored  to  the  Church,  found  but  very  little  favour  in 
their  eyes.  In  the  Tracts,  and  the  other  publications  of  the 
School,  the  great  doctrine  of  Justification  by  Faith  only,  was 
either  passed  over  in  silence,  or  brought  forward  to  be  misre- 
presented, or  disparaged,  or  explained  away,  or  opposed.  The 
great  principle  concerning  the  Rule  of  Faith,  which  is  our  only 
security  for  the  permanent  enjoyment  of  that  doctrine,  or  of  any 
other,  was  denied,  or  received  with  a  qualification  which  robbed  it 
of  its  truth  and  its  power.*  The  labours  of  our  Reformers,  to 
restore  the  purity  of  public  worship,  fared  hardly,  if  at  all,  better. 
Here,  as  in  the  case  of  Doctrine,  I  shall  give  but  one  or  two 
examples,  out  of  the  number  that  offer  themselves.  And  the 
judgment  passed  upon  what  was  done  in  the  matter  of  the 
Eucharist,  will  afford  as  striking  an  example  as  any,  of  the  ten- 

*  "True,  the  intelligible  ar^ment  of  Ultra^Proiestantism  may  be  taken,  and  we 
may  aay,  'the  Bible,  and  nothmg  but  the  Bible  i*  but  this  is  an  unthankful  rejection 
of  another  great  gift  equally  from  God,  such  as  no  true  Anglican  can  tolerate.  If,  on 
the  other  lund,  we  proceed  to  take  tfte  sounder  view,  that  the  Bible  is  the  record  of 
neceeeary  troth,  or  of  matters  of  faith,  and  the  Church  Catholic's  tradition  is  the 
inierpreier  qfU,^^  &c.    No.  71,  p.  S. 


oUpaiht  in  which  that  great  deliverance  set  our  feet^^British  Critic,  Jan.  1838,  p.  29. 
Whether  **  the  English  Reformation**  had  <*  any  principles,**  was  not  yet,  openly  at 
least,  matter  of  hyj^hesis. — Compare  BriHdi  Critic,  July,  1841,  p.  46— Ed. 

5  Vide  Note  7,  p.  43,  nfpra._£D. 

^  ''That  ill-timed  and  unfortunate  watchword,  'The  Bible,  and  the  Bible  only.*  ** 
Britith  CriHe,  JtOL,  1840,  p.  242 £o. 
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dency  of  these  writings,  not  only  to  disparage  the  Reformers,  but 
to  lower  the  Church  itself  in  the  eyes  of  its  members ;  to  impair 
their  value  for  its  services ;  and  to  fill  them  witl;  an  uneasy  craving 
for  something  more  catholic  and  primitive  than  they  enjoyed  in  its 
communion.  A  practical  grievance,  it  was  allowed,  was  redressed, 
when  the  Cup  was  restored  to  the  laity  ;  and  it  was  also  admitted, 
that  in  rejecting  Transubstantiation,  a  doctrinal  error  was  taken 
away ; — ^though  what  the  nature  and  amount  of  it  was,  in  their 
estimation,  might  be  felt  to  be  somewhat  doubtful.  The  same  may 
be  said  of  Purgatory,  as  connected  with  the  rite.  And  then  the 
doctrine  of  Intention,  and  the  necessity  of  Confession,  created,  it 
was  confessed,  a  painful  uncertainty,  whether  the  benefit  of  the 
Sacrament  wajs  received.  But  against  the  advantages  bestowed  by 
taking  these  errors  and  burdens  away,  there  was  a  great  deal  to  be 
set  on  the  opposite  side. 

[Tract  63.] 

101.  A  Tract  (No.  63)  was  devoted  to  the  examination  of  the  an- 
cient Liturgies,  and  the  result  presented  to  the  reader  was,  that  there 
are  four  independent  forms  to  which  all  Liturgies  which  exist,  or 
which  it  is  likely  ever  have  existed,  may  be  reduced,  and  that  these 
are  most  probably  of  Apostolic  origin.  Indeed,  this  is  the  solemn 
conclusion  concerning  them :  ^^  It  may,  perhaps,  be  said,  without 
exaggeration,  that  next  to  the  Holy  Scriptures,  they  possess  the 
greatest  claim  on  our  veneration  and  study.''  Now,  from  all  these, 
it  is  explicitly  noted,  that  our  office  difiers  in  some  important 
points ;  and  the  materials  are  provided,  for  every  reader  to  deter- 
mine for  himself,  that  it  difiers  in  more  particulars  than  the  author 
states,  or,  I  suppose,  would  choose  to  acknowledge.  And  it  is 
right  to  add,  that  the  canon  of  the  Mass  is  one  of  these  four 
independent  and  Apostolic  forms,  and  that  it  is  styled  '^  the  Liturgy 
of  St.  Peter." 

[Tract  81.] 

102.  In  a  later  Tract  (No.  81),  which  contains  the  doctrinal 
view  of  the  Eucharist,  before  referred  to,  there  is  a  historical 
account  of  the  way  in  which  that  doctrine  has  been  dealt  with  in 
our  Church.  The  result  of  which  is,  that  while  it  was  questionable 
whether  the  framers  of  Edward's  first  service  had  not  gone  too  far 
"  in  altering  the  ancient  Liturgy  of  the  Church,"  from  anxiety  to 
correct  errors,  and  take  stumbling-blocks  out  of  the  way ;  there 
can  be  no  doubt,  that  by  the  subsequent  changes  which  they  made, 
in  obedience  to  the  suggestions  of  foreign  Reformers,  ^'  the  whole 
doctrine  of  the  Eucharist  was  altered."  In  fact,  "  all  the  altera- 
tions went  one  way, — ^to  introduce  the  Zuinglian  view  of  a  simple 
commemoration,  for  the  Catholic  doctrine  of  actual  communion." 
And  to  these  unhappy  changes  the  writer  ascribes,  unhesitatingly, 
the  neglect  of  the  Rite,  which  has  gone  on  increasing  down  to  our 
own  times.  "  It  makes,  in  truth,  a  man's  *  eyes  gush  out  with 
water'  to  see,  in  these  notices,  how  the  glory  of  our  Church,  the 
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daj8  of  her  jonih  and  her  first  love  are  departed,  and  to  think  of 
what  she  might  have  been,  had  she  stood  in  the  old  paths.  ^  The 
jiTgin  daughter  of  my  people  is  broken  with  a  great  breach,  and  a 
Tciy  heavy  blow.'  '^ 

103.  The  revision  nnder  Elizabeth  brought  back  a  few  important 
words  of  the  first  service.  It  was,  so  far  as  it  went,  a  usefal 
change,  but  it  was  trifling,  compared  with  what  was  to  be  done ; 
^^the  confession  of  the  true  doctrine  had  been  once  half  suppressed, 
and  was  not  now  more  than  half  avowed,"  After  the  Savoy  Con- 
ference, a  Rubric,  which  belonged  to  the  first  service,  was  restored, 
and  an  important  word  was  introduced,  but  the  service  remained  in 
every  thing  else  as  before.  In  noticing  these  later  revisions,  and 
indeed  in  going  through  the  service  in  detail,  it  is  the  object  of  the 
writer  to  shew  that  there  is  a  recognition  of  what  he  regards  as 
the  true  doctrine ;  not  only  to  commend  this  view  of  the  doctrine 
to  his  readers,  but  also  as  a  justification  of  himself  and  his  friends, 
for  snbmitting  to  the  use  of  the  office  as  we  have  it.  And  for  this 
purpose  there  is  a  great  efibrt  made  to  shew,  that,  however  '^  veiled 
or  lowered,^  the  true  doctrine  of  the  sacrifice  was  still  left  in  the 
second  service,  and  that  it  appeared  still  more  clearlv  in  the  sub- 
sequent additions.  Upon  these  points,  a  great  deal  of  sophistry  is 
expended.  But  we  have  no  concern  with  them  which  would 
warrant  us  in  stopping  to  review  it.  Supposing  it  to  be  ever  so 
soccessful,  in  shewing  that  the  service  may  be  borne  with  by  wor- 
shippers of  ^*  Catholic  views,^  it  does  nothing  more ;  and  it  does 
notiuDg  at  all,  and  was  intended  to  do  nothing,  for  those  who  framed 
it.  As  regards  iheniy  the  statements  of  doctrine  and  facts  in  the 
Tract  retain  their  proper  efiect.  And  certainly,  their  tendency  is 
^  produce  in  those  who  receive  them,  the  state  of  feeling,  which  is 
so  nndisguisedly  expressed  in  other  publications  of  the  writers  of 
the  Tracts ;  '^  feelings  of  indignation  and  impatient  sorrow,^^  at 
the  conduct  of  those  who,  having  received  whole  and  entire  from 
their  predecessors^  that  sacred  and  most  precious  monument  of  the 
^po$tles^  St.  Peters  Liturgy^  mutilated  the  tradition  of  fifteen  hun- 
dred years* 

[The  Breviary— Tract  76.] 

104j.  I  shall  give  but  one  other  instance  of  the  way  in  which 
these  publications  exhibit  the  efiects  of  what  was  done  for  the 
Church  at  the  Reformation,  in  the  matter  of  public  worship.  A 
history,  an  analysis,  and  very  copious  specimens  of  the  Breviary, 
are  given  in  a  Tract,  (whifch  occupies  above  two  hundred  closely- 
printed  octavo  pages,)  for  the  professed  purpose  of  acquainting  the 
Members  of  our  Church  with  the  treasures  which  it  contains.  And 
fnis,  it  is  said,  to  guard  against  the  impression  which  must  be  made 
in  favour  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  if  they  suddenly  learned  that 

*  See  Newmari^M  LeUer  to  Dr.  FauitetL 


50  PBOGBBSS   OF  THB   MOVEMENT— ROMAN   BBBVIABT. 

she  possessed  services  of  such  excellence  and  beauty.  To  obviate 
such  dangers,  they  are  set  before  the  reader,  with  the  information, 
that  the  whole  treasure,  with  the  exception  of  some  corruptions, 
which  it  owes  to  Rome,  belongs  to  the  Church  Catholic,  and  there- 
fore is  as  much  ours  as  the  Romanists.  If  this  point  could  be 
established,  it  would  certainly  take  away  from  t^e  credit  of  the 
Church  of  Rome  as  the  inventor  of  these  services,  (a  claim,  which 
of  course  she  never  made,  but  would  be  much  aggrieved  by  having 
it  established  for  her,)  but  it  would  raise  her  credit  immeasurably, 
as  the  preserver  and  possessor  of  such  treasures.  And  it  is  hardly 
necessary  to  say  what  would  be  its  effect,  as  to  their  feelings 
towards  our  own  Church,  upon  any  readers  whom  the  writers  suc- 
ceeded in  inspiring  with  their  own  admiration  of  these  offices. 
They  were  told,  indeed,  that  they  were  theirs  as  well  as  the 
Romanists\  What  they  knew  was,  that  they  were  in  the  Reform- 
ers^ hands,  land  had  been  by  them  deliberately  rejected  from  the 
service  which  they  provided  for  their  own  Church.  And  that  the 
wrong  so  committed  had  never  been  redressed  in  any  of  the 
authoritative  revisions  of  the  Reformers^  labours  which  have  since 
taken  place.  And  that  so,  in  point  of  fact,  our  Church  withheld 
them  from  its  members  up  to  this  hour:  while  the  Church  of 
Rome  preserved  them  unmutilated,  though  in  some  degree  cor- 
rupted by  later  additions ;  which  they  were  assured  were  easily 
detected  and  removed. 

106.  The  Tract  furnished,  it  is  true,  two  services,  far  social  or 
private  worship^  on  the  same  model.  One  for  Bishop  Kbn^s  dat, 
and  another  for  Commemorations  of  the  Dead.  But  when  these 
came  to  be  used,  socially^  or  solitarily^  with  their  proper  ap- 
pendages of  Invitatories,  Antiphons,^  Responses,  and  Beneaictions, 
however  fitted  they  were  to  fill  the  worshipper  with  gratitude  to 
the  authors  of  the  Tracts,  it  may  be  doubted  whether  they  were 
likely  to  inspire  him  with  the  like  sentiments  towards  the  Re- 


"^  Dr.  Pnaey,  in  his  Letter  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  p.  97,  speaks  of  thi« 
Service  as  ''The  sketch  of  a  seryioe  in  commemoration  of  Bishop  Ken,  which 
certainly  was  never  used  by  any  in  common.^  That  it  was  meant  to  be  so  used  is 
evident,  as  well  from  its  construction  as  from  the  title  prefixed  to  it.  Though 
but  **  a  sketchy**  it  is  ef  considerable  length,  containing  no  fewer  than  nine  proper 
Lessons:  of  these  the  first,  second,  third,  and  seventh,  are  taken  from  Holy  Scrip- 
ture ;  the  fourth  and  fifth  commence  las  follows :  ''  Lesson  4.  Thomas  Ken,  the  son  of 
an  ancient  family,  was  bom  at  Berkhunstead,  in  Hertfordshire,*^  &e. ;  *'  Lesson  5. 
Afterwards,  when  he  was  at  Winton,  in  his  Prebendal  house,  the  King  came  thither 
with  his  court  and  mistress,*^  &c.  The  »xth,  eighth,  and  ninth  Lessons  are  of 
a  similar  description — Between  the  Lessons  are  inserted  Antiphons  and  Responses, 
the  Lord^  Prayer  thrice  repeated  "  privaielp,^''  besides  a  Hymn,  seven  Benedictionsy 
three  Absolutions,  and  the  Te  Deum. — Ed. 

8  The  following  is  one  of  the  Injunctions  issued  to  the  Clergy  and  Laity,  of  the 
Provinces  of  York  and  Canterbury,  by  Archbishop  Grindal,  in  1571-2:  *<That  the 
Churchwardens  and  Minister  shall  see  that  antiphoners,  mass-books,  grailes,  pontesses, 
processionals,  roanuales,  legendaries,  and  all  other  books  of  late  ^longing  to  their 
church  or  chapel,  which  served  for  the  superstitious  Latin  service,  be  utterly  defaced, 
rent,  and  abobahed/*— /2^fiuitn«,  Parker  Society  Edit.  pp.  136-159.— Ed. 
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formers,  who  had  robbed  him  of  his  patrimony ;  or  indeed,  towards 
his  own  Church,  which  still  withheld  it  from  him ;  and,  if  he 
desired  to  enjoy  services  of  such  '*  beauty  and  excellenee,^^  com- 
pelled him  to  celebrate  them  in  solitude,  or  at  least,  in  privacy. 

106.  And  what  provisions  did  these  publications  make  to  repress 
the  aspirations  after  a  return  to  communion  with  Rome,  which 
this  and  such  like  rash  or  insidious  repreisentations  were  so  fitted 
to  raise!  The  authors  were  not  insensible  to  the  danger  that 
existed,  that  such  feelings  would  be  produced,  though  they  were 
not  disposed  to  acknowledge  their  own  share  in  exciting  them. 
Bat  they  represented  the  Romanists  as  spreading  themselves  on 
all  sides,  and  vaunting  of  their  success,  real  or  apparent,  and 
taunting  os  with  our  inability  to  argue  with  them.  This  inability, 
with  something  more  than  candour,  they  were  ready  to  acknow- 
ledge ;  confessing  that  neglect  of  proper  preparation,  through  long 
secarity,  and  through  contempt  for  the  Romish  cause,  had  left  us, 
in  the  general,  unarmed  for  the  conflict,  so  that,  in  fact,  it  found 
us  ^*  Ignorant  why  we  are  not  Roman  Catholics.^^  Then,  the 
novelty,  and  other  stimulants  of  popular  devotion,  in  which  the 
Roman  system  abounds,  and  the  '' intrinsic  majesty  and  truth 
which  remain  in  it,  amid  its  corruptions,^^  must  be  attractive  to 
different  persons  in  different  degrees.  *'  And  further,  there  will 
ever  be  a  number  of  refined  and  affectionate  minds,  who,  disap- 
pointed in  finding  full  matter  for  their  devotional  feelings  in  the 
English  system,  as  at  present  conducted,  betake  themselves, 
through  human  frailty,  to  Rome.**^  Again,  there  is  danger  from 
their  arguments. 

[Traet  71.] 

To  protect  the  members  of  the  Church  under  these  varied 
dangers  (which  it  presents  at  somewhat  greater  length),  a  Tract 
was  provided, — (Wo.  71) — which  professes  to  give  the  reasons 
"why  we  remain  separate  from  Rome.*'  Parts  of  this  Tract 
are  sound  and  forcible  enough  ;  but  it  may  be  very  safely  added, 
that  their  value  is  far  more  than  counterbaJanced  by  the  low  and 
dispiriting  tone  which  it  adopts  throughout,  bv  its  gross  exaggera- 
tion of  the  difficulties  of  the  controversy,  and  of  the  unprepared- 
nesS  of  the  Church  to  engage  in  it ;  and  not  less  by  the  raise  view 
which  it  gives  of  the  real  state  of  our  differences  with  Rome,  and 
of  the  duties  of  our  Clergy  with  reference  to  them. 

107.  We  are  told,  that— 

**  The  Gospel  of  Christ  is  not  a  matter  of  mere  argument  s  it  does  not  follow 
that  we  are  wrong*  and  they  are  right,  because  we  cannot  defend  ourseWes.*  * 

But  at  all  events — 

*'  There  is  no  plea  for  calling  on  us,  in  England,  to  do  more  than  this — ^to 
defend  ourseWes.  We  are  under  no  constraint  to  go  out  of  our  way  spon- 
taneously, to  prove  charges  against  the  Romanists ;  but  when  asked  about  our 

E  2 
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faith,  we  can  g^re  a  reason  why  we  are  of  this  way  of  thinking,  and  not  that. 
This  makes  our  task  in  the  controversy  incomparably  easier  than  if  we  were 
forced  to  exhibit  an  offensive  front,  or  volunteer  articles  of  impeachment  against 
the  rival  communion.*  *  Let  every  man  abide  in  the  same  calling  wherein  he 
was  called/  b  St.  Paul's  direction.  We  find  ourselves  under  the  Anglican 
regimen  ;  let  every  one  of  us,  cleric  and  laymen,  remain  in  it,  till  our  opponents 
have  shewn  cause  why  we  should  change---ti]l  we  have  reason  to  suspect  that 
we  are  wrong We  have  the  strength  of  possession  and  pre- 
scription :  we  are  not  obliged  to  prove  them  incurably  corrupt  and  heretical  ; 

no,  nor  our  own  system  unexceptionable The  only  conceivable 

causes  of  leaving  its  communion  are,  I  suppose,  the  two  following :  first,  that  it 
is  involved  in  some  damnable  heresy  ;  or,  secondly,  that  it  is  not  in  possesion 

of  the  Sacraments Thus,  then,  we  stand,  as  regards  Romanism. 

Strictly  speaking,  and  in  the  eyes  of  soberly  religious  men,  it  ought  not  to  be 
embracea,  even  could  it  be  made  appear,  in  some  points,  superior  to  (what  is 
now  practicallv)  the  Anglican  system ;  St.  Paul  even  advising  a  slave  to  remain 

a  slave,  though  he  had  the  option  of  liberty While  we  are  able 

to  maintain  the  claim  of  our  Clergy  to  the  ministration  of  the  Sacraments,  and 
our  freedom  from  any  deadly  heresy,  we  have  nothing  to  fear  from  any  historical 
disclosures,  which  the  envy  of  adversaries  might  contrive  against  our  Church,  or 
from  any  external  appearances  which  it  may  present,  at  this  day,  to  the  super- 
ficial observer.  Whatever  may  be  the  past  mistakes  of  individual  members  of 
it,  or  the  tyranny  of  aliens  over  it,  or  its  accidental  connection  with  Protestant 
persuasions,  still  these  hinder  not  its  having  ^  the  ministration  of  the  Word  and 
Sacraments ;'  and  having  them,  it  has  sufficient  claims  on  our  filial  devotion  and 
love." 

108.  It  is  acknowledged,  however,  that  though  this  is  sufficient 
for  sober,  and  religious,  and  rational  men,  yet,  for  men  as  they  are, 
something  more  striking,  and  energetic,  and  ojbmive^  will  be 
required ;  and  directions  accordingly  are  given  for  managing  the 
controversy  in  this  way.  "  First,  however,  we  are  advised,  for 
various  reasons,  to  abstain  from  several  which  have  been  made 
prominent  points  in  the  warfare  hitherto,  by  the  great  defenders  of 
our  Church — as,  the  Supremacy  of  the  Pope,^  the  Rule  of  Faith, 
and  Transnbstantiation.  The  reasons  for  this  strange  counsel  are, 
at  least,  as  bad  as  the  counsel  itself,  falling  in  with  it  in  suggest- 
ing, if  they  do  not  directly  admit,  that  upon  these  important  points, 
the  difference  between  the   Bomish  and  the  true  view,  if  any, 

*  It  is  not  very  easy  to  understand  how  it  is  proposed  to  reooncile  this  view  of  the 
duty  of  ministers  of  the  Church  of  England,  with  the  solemn  engagement  which  they 
are  required  to  make,  in  what  the  first  Tract  rightly  calls  **  the  most  solemn  season 
of  their  lives,**  that  they  will  be  ready,  the  Lord  being  their  helper,  ^  with  all  faithful 
diligence,  to  banish  and  drive  away  all  erroneous  and  strange  doctrines  contrary  to 
God*s  word." 


9  ''  Firstly,  on  the  Supremacy  of  the  Pope.  If  the  Soverei^  of  Eng^land,  who  in 
past  times  violently  took  away  from  the  Pope  that  jurisdiction,  wmch,  whether 
rightly  or  wrongly,  he  had  acquired  over  our  Church,  were  now,  in  the  same  manner, 
to  restore,  or  even  increase  it,  and  our  Church  submitted,  as  she  submitted  at  the  first, 
/  would  Jusi  as  freely  tubmii  to  ii  as  I  submit  to  any  other  ecclesiastioal  juriseUoiian  f 
nay,  further,  I  think,  that  if  other  differences  could  be  settled,  it  would  be  unworthy 
of  Christian  Bishops  to  dispute  unnecessarily  about  jurisdiction,  and  that  the  State 
ought  also  to  make  some  amends  for  the  violence  it  then  used.^ — '' Letter  to  a  Pro- 
testant-Catholic, by  William  Palmer,  M.A.,  Fellow  and  Tutor  of  St.  Mary  Magdalene 
College,  Oxford,  and  Deacon  in  the  Church  of  England.**— p.  29,  1842. — Ed. 
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is  slight  and  shadowy ;  matter  of  subtle  disquisition  and  learned 
argnment,  but,  for  the  many,  hard  to  determine,  and  not  very 
important.* 

109.  Moreover,  though  the  Tract  enlarges  npon  some  heads  of 
difference  upon  which  we  may  safely  and  pnidently  assail  Borne,  the 
Romish  doctrine  of  Justification  does  not  appear  either  among  the 
points  upon  which  discussion  is  permitted,  nor  among  those  on 
which  it  is  discountenanced;  so  as  to  convey  not  unnaturally 
that  the  impression  of  the  writer  is,  that  upon  that  fundamental 
doctrine,  the  Church  of  Rome  is  either  in  no  error  at  all,  or  at 
least  none  that  is  clear  and  important. 

110.  And  on  the  whole  I  think,  that  any  plain  member  of  our 
Chorch,  who  takes  up  the  Tract  without  any  suspicion  that  the 
author  is  not  a  safe  guide  in  such  matters,  must  lay  it  down  with 
an  uneasy  impression  that  the  reasons  wky  tte  remain  separate /rom 
Borne,  are  much  fewer  and  weaker  than  he  had  before  believed. 
And  as  to  those  to  whom  the  Tracts  had  already  given  a  strong 
impulse  towards  Borne,  how  much  more  such  dissuasives  were  cal- 
culated to  aid  than  to  counteract  the  impulse,  it  is  unnecessary  to 
say. 

111.  The  effects  of  all  that  had  been  done  in  the  cause,  became 
increasingly  manifest,  and  in  various  ways.  Every  man^s  ob- 
servation within  his  own  circle,  even  where  it  was  most  confined, 
furnished  him  with  abundant  and  striking  proofs  that  these  per- 
severing labours  had  not  been  in  vain.  But  above  all,  the  religious 
publications  of  the  day,  and  especially  of  the  periodical  press 
connected  with  religion,  exhibited  very  clear  and  very  painful 
traces  of  them,  in  the  miserable  trifles  upon  which  the  strength  of 
the  Church  was  wasted,  in  the  arrogance  and  bitterness  with 
which  they  were  treated;  and,  above  all,  in  the  softened  tone 
of  feeling  with  which  the  errors,  and  superstitions,  and  tyranny  of 
the  Church  of  Rome  were  regarded.  And  yet,  notwithstanding 
all  these  indications  of  the  tendencies  of  this  movement,  the  Tracts 
continued  to  retain  very  many  of  their  first  admirers  and  sup- 
porters. It  perhaps  would  not  be  reasonable  to  be  much  surprised 
at  this.     But  it  does  appear  surprising,  that  among  them  there 

*  £.  g.  ^  This  oonBidention  wiU  lead  ns  to  pot  in  the  hack  ground  the  controren^ 
about  the  Holy  Eacharist,  which  ia  ahnoat  certain  to  lead  to  pro£uie  and  rationalistic 
thoaglits  in  the  minds  of  the  many,  and  cannot  well  be  discussed  in  words  at  all^ 
without  the  sacrifice  of  'godly  fear,*  whils  U  is  weU  nigh  anHdpaUd  by  the  ancient 
MiaiemeniM,  and  the  deternUnaOone  of  the  Church  concerning  the  Incarnation,  It  is 
true  that  teamed  men,  such  as  StiUingfieet,  have  drawn  lines  qf  distinction  between  the 
doctrine  of  transubstantiation,  and  that  high  mystery.  But  the  question  is,  whether 
they  are  so  le^el  to  the  intelligence  of  the  many,  as  to  secure  the  Anglican  disputant 
from  fostering  irreverence,  whether  in  himself  or  his  hearers,  if  he  ventures  on  such 
an  argomeni.  Jf  transubsianiiation  must  be  opposed,  it  is  in  another  way  ;  by  shewing, 
as  may  weU  be  done,  and  as  Stillingfleet  himself  has  done,  that,  in  matter  of  fact, 
it  was  not  the  doctrine  of  the  early  Church,  but  an  innovation  at  such  or  such  a^time  ; 
a  line  of  discussion  which  requires  learning  both  to  receive  and  appreciate,**  p.  9. 
See  also  what  is  said  (p.  7)  of  the  objections  to  praying  to  Siunts  to  pray  for  us,  and 
(p.  8)  of  the  Papal  Supremacy. 
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should  have  been  any  who  looked  back  with  thankfiilness  to  the 
Reformation,  who  valued  the  momentous  truths  then  recovered 
and  secured  to  the  Church ;  and  who  regarded,  with  affectionate 
reverence,  the  Martyrs  and  Confessors  whom  God  had  made 
his  instruments  in  bestowing  these  signal  blessings  upon  us.  And 
yet  so  it  was.  In  fact,  not  a  few  who  abhorred  Popery,  underrated 
its  strength,  and  regarded  Protestant  Dissenters  as  the  Church'^s 
most  formidable  enemies.  And  having,  at  the  first  appearance  of 
the  Tracts,  hailed  their  authors  as  powerful  maintainors  of  the 
cause  of  the  Church  against  Dissent,  from  whom  the  most  import- 
ant services  were  to  be  expected,  they  were  very  slow^  in  relin- 
quishing these  happy  anticipations,  and  renouncing  the  aid  of  such 
able  auxiliaries.  They  were  prepared  to  hear  those  who  assailed 
Dissent  upon  Church  principles,  themselves,  in  return,  accused  of 
a  leaning  to  Popery.  And  they  hardly  considered,  at  first,  the 
evidence  in  support  of  this  charge  against  the  Tractarians,  with 
any  attention.  As  might  be  expected,  it  was  often  made  ignorantly, 
and  weakly  supported,  and  this  was,  of  course,  to  strengthen  the 
prejudice  against  it,  even  when  brought  forward  more  advisedly, 
and  better  sustained.  And,  as  the  evidence  comprehended  a 
pretty  extensive  induction  of  particulars,  and  even  relied  upon  the 
tone  of  the  writers,  and  other  indications  of  their  principles,  which, 
in  like  manner,  could  only  have  much  force,  when  impartially  and 
patiently  weighed,  it  will  be  easily  understood,  that  no  proofs 
could  be  offered,  which  such  prepossessions  in  favour  of  the  accused, 
did  not  easily  set  aside.  And  this  result  was  the  more  natural, 
from  the  caution  with  which  the  authors  of  the  Tracts  wrote  at 
the  outset. 

112.  Comparing  what  they  wrote  with  what  had  appeared  for 
some  time  upon  the  same  side,  it  was  not  unnatural  that  it  should 
be  regarded  as  very  bold ;  but  looking  back  at  it  now  with  the 
knowledge  which  we  possess  of  the  principles  of  the  writers,  one 
is  certainly  more  struck  with  their  caution.*    And  though,  from 

*  Many  of  the  subsequent  publications  of  the  party,  but  especially  Mr.  FroudelB 
Remains,  throw  much  light  upon  the  management  and  forbearance  Which  must  have 
been  exercised  in  their  first  movements.  I  sbdl  not  give  any  of  these  particular  indica- 
tions of  caution,  which  every  one  may  see  for  himself ;  but  the  following  extract,  on  their 
general  principles,  seems  worth  quoting.  His  last  published  letter  contains  the  foUow- 
g  very  strong  expostulation  with  Mr.  Newman,  on  the  excess  to  which  such  economy 
was  carried  in  one  of  the  Tracts  written  by  the  latter.  ^*  The  other  day  accidentally 
put  in  my  way  the  Tract  on  *  the  ApostolioJ  Succession  in  the  Elnjgrlish  Church  :*  and 
it  really  does  seem  so  very  unfair,  that  I  wonder  you  could,  even  m  the  extremity  of 
oUoifofda  and  ^jtPOKtafMhs,^  have  consented  to  be  a  party  to  it.** — Vol.  I.,  p.  426,  426. 
He  sustains  his  charge  by  what  seems  a  ver^  good  argument,  ad  Aamtn^m,  at  least. 
But  what  we  are  concerned  with,  is  the  form  m  whidi  the  diarge  is  made.  There 
probably  is  an  allusion  in  it,  to  Mr.  Newman *8  commendation  of  the  account  which 
Clemens  Alexandrinus  gives  of  the  rules  which  guide  a  Christian  in  speakine  and 
acting  economicaUp,  in  which,  (without  using  the  word,)  he  gives  clear  sanction  to 
^twcuTfibs  for  a  good  end,  "  He  both  thinks  and  speaks  the  truth  ;  except  when  con- 


*  See  Appendix  B*— -Eo. 
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time  to  time,  what  seemed  to  be  strong  and  distinct  declarations  of 
their  principles  appeared,  yet,  upon  examination,  they  were  often 
foand  less  mieqoiyocallj  expressed,  than  at  first  sight  they  were 
thoDght  to  be ;  or  accompanied  by  some  unnoticed  qualifications ; 
or,  when  they  were  most  tangible,  there  was  something  tangible 
which  might  be  set  upon  the  opposite  side.  So  that  when  the 
writers  were  put  upon  their  defence,  either  b^  some  ambiguity  in 
what  gaye  occasion  to  the  charge,  or  by  bemg  able  to  produce 
something  like  it,  more  or  less,  in  some  one  of  good  reputation  in 
the  Church,  or  with  a  larffe  party  in  it ;  or  by  referring  to  some- 
thing very  different  in  anotner  of  the  Tracts,  or  in  some  other  of 
their  writings  ;^  or  by  retorting  the  charge  upon  those  who  made 
it, — shewing,  that  if  they  had  exceeded  in  one  direction,  their 
accusers,  or  some  with  whom  they  were  understood  to  agree,  had 
committed  some  excess  in  a  direction  less  likely  to  be  m  fayour 
with  those  for  whom  chiefly  such  defences  were  intended, — in  some 
of  these  ways,  or  in  some  such  way,  they  were  always  able  to  say 
80  much,  as  to  allow  those  who  yalued  them  as  maintainers  of 
Church  authority  and  order,  and  who  wished  to  believe  them  sound 
in  doctrine,  to  retain  their  fkyourable  opinion  of  them.  Whatever 
eould  be  defended,  such  persons  strenuously  defended ;  what 
admitted  of  no  defence,  they  were  content  to  excuse,  or,  at  most, 
to  blame  gently,  as  occasional  blemishes,  not  affecting  the  general 
character  of  the  series ;  being  probably  introduced  into  it  by  the 
imprudence  of  some  such  imprudent  member  as  every  party 
contains,  and  must,  at  times,  suffer  from.* 

*  Of  these  Apologists,  the  most  skilful  and  effectiTO  was  the  author  of  an 
article  in  the  Quarterly  Hemew  for  March,  1839,  on  Oxford  Theology,  It  was 
an  analyaia  and  defence  of  the  teaching  of  the  Tractarian  school,  up  to  that 
time ;  which  brought  their  cause  very  advantageouslv  before  a  large  class  of 
readers,  comprehended  in  the  extensive  circulation  of  the  Review,  There  were, 
of  course,  very  many  who  felt  that  obtaining  an  acquaintance  for  themselves 
with  Oxford  Theology^  was  altogether  out  of  the  question,  and  who  yet  naturally 
wished  to  know  what  they  ought  to  think  and  say  about  what  was  everjr  where 
talked  of.  This  rather  numerous  class  must  have  been  not  a  little  gratified,  at 
being  sopplied  so  compendiously  and  pleasantly  with  all  that  they  wanted.  The 
writer  reviewed  regularly,  and  refuted  all  the  popular  charges  against  the  Tract- 
arians,  and  shewed  that  they  were  all  foundea  upon  a  partial  acquaintance  with 

Bderation  is  necessary,  and  then,  as  a  phyncian  for  the  eood  of  his  patients,  he  will 
be  false,  or  otter  a  falsehood,  as  the  sophists  say.**  The  Ariatu,  p.  81.  But  it  seems 
hard  not  to  collect  from  what  Mr.  Froude  says,  that  it  was  a  settled  point,  that,  in 
the  porition  of  the  party,  both  the  instroments  which  he  mentions,  must  be  employed 
in  their  writings  for  the  public,  but  that  still  there  were  limits  to  the  use  of  them 
whidi  ought  not  to  be  exceeded. 

>  WiteesB  Dr.  Pusav's  '*  Extracts  from  the  <  Tracts  for  the  Times,*  the  <  Lyra 
Apostoliea,*  and  other  publications  ;  shewing  that  to  oppose  ultra-Protestantism  b  not 
to  favour  Popery.**  Mr.  Palm br,  in  his  recent  attempt  U>  shield  the  Teachert  at  the 
expense  of  the  Diaeiplet  of  tiie  Tractarian  school,  has  adopted  the  same  line  of  defence : 
with  what  soeeess,  the  candid  raider  of  Dr.  Pusav^s  Sermon  on  ths  Eucharist,  and 
Mr.  NswMAN^B  Sermone  bearing  on  the  eubjeeie  uf  the  dag,  will  find  littie  difficulty  in 
dedding.— Ed, 
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[Fublieaiian  of  Fraudis  Bemaifu. — 1838.] 

113.  All  this  while,  however,  the  party  were  gaininff  strength 
and  coarage ;    and  the  Tracts,  and  still  more  other  publications, 

their  principles,  or  an  ignorance  of  the  principles  of  our  Church.  For  that  there 
was  nothing  objected  to,  as  erroneous  or  dangerous,  in  any  part  of  their  teaching, 
-which  was  not  corrected  or  counteracted  in  some  other  part ;  or  was  not  sup- 
ported fully  by  the  authority  of  our  standard  divines. 

One  of  the  points,  to  which  the  author  specially  addressed  himself,  was  the 
supposed  leaning  of  the  Tractarians  to  Rome,  and  the  supposed  tendency  of 
their  theology  to  strengthen  her  cause  in  this  country.  Upon  this  point  he  is 
triumphant.  He  has  quotations  which  **  set  the  matter  at  rest ;  and  so  completely, 
that  he  feels  able  to  be  facetious  on  the  charge,  and  pleasantly  remarks,  "  Now 
this  is  rather  strong  language  to  be  used  by  a  reviver  of  Popery  ;  we  scarcely 
think  it  would  dispose  the  Pope  to  receive  his  expected  proselytes  favourably." — 
p.  551.  And  again,  in  the  same  jocular  vein,  as  it  would  seem  :  "  The  public 
may  be  assured  that  the  University  of  Oxford  is  perfectly  clear  of  Jesuits.  It  is 
carrying  on  no  correspondence  with  Papal  emissaries :  it  b  planning  no  inno- 
vation in  the  Church.** — p.  542.  His  graver  sentence  upon  the  imputation  is» 
"  As  to  the  idle  notions  of  there  being  any  thing  in  the  system  before  us  to 
encourage  Popery ,8  all  sensible  persons  will  agree  with  Professor  Powell,*  in 
rejecting  them,  as  flowing  either  from '  ignorance  of  the  question,'  or  *  disregard 
of  distinct  disavowals.' " — ^p.  566. 

The  author  was  eloquent  and  dexterous;  and  sustained  all  his  points  by 
references,  at  once  so  exact  and  so  copious,  as  to  shew  how  needless  it  was  to 
revise  his  defence,  and  how  very  troublesome  it  would  be  to  do  so.  It  was  not 
to  be  wondered,  therefore,  that  so  many  acquiesced  in  the  article,  as  a  perfectly 
satisfactory  proof  tiiat  the  alarm  whicn  was  felt  about  the  tendencies  of  this 
theology,  was  altogether  groundless  and  unreasonable.  And  this  was  actually 
its  effect,  in  a  wide  circle.  It  did  a  great  deal  (few  publications  so  much,)  to 
allay  suspicion,  and  disarm  prejudice  ;  to  write  up  the  Tracts  and  Tractarians  ; 
and  to  bring  all  opposition  to  them  into  disrepute. 

*  Who  is  before  oourteously  reoonunended  as  a ''  writer  distinguished  in  physical 
scienoe^  and  who  candidly  ridicules  the  notion  of  treating  the  new  doetrine  as 
Popery."*— p.  542. 


s  Profbssor  Powsll^  like  the  Quarterly  Reviewer,  has  smce  discovered  that  this 
**  notion**  was  not  quite  so  **  idle'*  as  some  were  willing  to  believe.     In  a  Sennon 

{>reached  before  the  Mayor  and  Corporation  of  Oxford,  in  November,  1841,  and  pub- 
ished  at  the  request  of  the  congregation,  alluding  to  Auricular  Cor^fession,  (which  he 
describes  as  "  the  most  powerfulI)p  efficacious  of  all  the  artifices  of  the  Romish  system 
for  maintaining  the  iron  despotism  with  which  she  ruled  the  consciences  of  men,  the 
prolific  source  of  the  most  monstrous  of  her  abuses,  the  true  '  working  of  the  mystery 
of  iniquity,*)  the  Professor  observes — '*  Now — I  speak  not  from  loose  reports^  but  from 
the  testimonv  of  fcMsts  which  have  been  brought  to  my  knowledge — attempts  nave  been 
made  recently  in  this  place,  by  Ministers  of  the  Established  Church,  to  enforce  this 
very  practice  on  tiiose  under  their  influence.  Such  facts  speak  for  themselves,  and 
must,  I  think,  open  the  eyet  of  the  most  incredulous  or  indifferent,'''' — The  Protestant*a 

Waminpp  and  Safeguard  in  the  Present  Times ;  a  Sermon,  &c.  pp.  IT,  18 Ed. 

*  It  IS  but  justice  to  Professor  Powell  to  allow  him  to  speak  for  himself  on  tiiis 
subject.  **  Sueh  tenets  have  been  called  Popish,  or  accused  at  least  of  a  tendency  to 
Popery.  This  is  literaUy  incorrect;  since  their  adrocates  expressly  discUum  and 
denounee  Popery.  But  I  must  confess  the  system  appears  to  me,  though  not  Popish, 
vet  equally  danfferout  and  less  honest,  as  insidiously  attempting  to  persuMe  men  tlutt  it 
ii  only  (sio)  carrying  out  the  real  principles  of  the  Church  of  England,  and  endeavour- 
to  enforce  its  claims  as  exclusively  those  of  the  ancient  and  Apostolic  Cuth.**— 
)  Protestant*8  Warning  and  Safeguard,  &c  pp.  15,  16.^£d. 


The] 
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man  J  of  them  anonymous,  evinced  a  very  decided  advance  towards 
Rome,  which,  according  to  the  opinion  entertained  of  the  writers, 

Bat  time,  though  it  opens  the  ejes  of  some  yery  slowly,  opens  all  at  last,— 
^«X^  94  Tc  r^iof  iy¥«$.  In  March,  1842,  just  three  years  after  this  article  was 
published,  another  article  appeared  in  the  same  journal,  apparently  by  the  same 
writer,  which  shewed  that  he,  at  least,  had  at  length  become  alive  to  some  of  the 
dangers,  which  he  had  thought  others  so  unreasonable,  and  eren  ridiculous,  in 
apptebending/  The  article  is  an  the  Church  of  England  JDivines  of  the 
seventeenth  century.  The  writer  regards  these  divines  as  undeniably  the  proper 
authorities  to  be  appealed  to,  when  the  principles  of  our  Church  are  at  all  the 
matter  in  question.  And,  in  the  style  which  made  his  former  article  so  effective 
— never  making  an  assertion,  without  appearing  to  prove  it  on  the  spot,  by 
reference  to  his  authorities — ^he  proceeds  to  shew,  from  the  writings  of  these 
illostriofis  men,  that,  upon  the  character  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  and  our  relation 
to  her  ; — ^opon  our  own  Church,  her  character,  and  her  claims  ;  the  reverence, 
affecdon,  and  submission  due  to  her ; — ^upon  the  Reformation  and  the  Reformers ; 
— ^opon  P&OTESTANT,  "  name  and  thing  ;**— upon  the  way  in  which  foreign 
Proieatant  bodies,  wanting  the  privilege  and  blessing  of  Episcopal  government, 
are  to  be  r^arded  and  treated  by  us ; — upon  the  Unity  of  the  Church,  as  con- 
astiDg'  with  the  inde[)endence  of  National  Churches ; — ^upon  the  place  and  use 


^  Fovirteen  months  only  had  eb^wed  from  the  period  to  which  his  Lordship  rrfers, 
wben  there  appeared,  in  the  Quarter^  Review,  a  unrd  article  on  the  Tractarian  Contro- 
veny,  entitled  ^^  Rubrics  and  Ritual  qfths  Church  qf  JBnff/and,^^  That  this  artide  was 
felt  to  be^  as  indeed  it  was,  a  *'  heavy  blow  and  great  discouragement*  to  Tractarian 
pnM^tieeB,  is  evident  from  the  contumely  with  which  it  was  assail^  by  the  organs  of  the 
party.  **  What,**  says  the  Chrisiian  Remembrancer,  "  could  have  induced  either  the 
editor  or  the  publisher  to  consent  to  such  self-stultification  ?  After  ha>'ing  committed 
themeelves  to  a  high  and  Catholic  tone  of  thought  in  several  succdssive  articles— 
articles,  by  the  way,  which  were,  each  in  its  turn,  the  most  conspicuous  and  generally 
read  of  their  respective  numbers ;  and  also,  if  not  to  an  approval,  yet  to  a  vindication 
of  the  Oxford  School  from  the  more  vulvar  of  the  charges  preferred  against  it, — here 
we  haTO  apaper  quite  in  the  spirit  of  those  latter...4k  paper  that  would  hardly  have 
diseraoed  lie  Reoord,^^  The  Remembrancer  then  proceeds  to  charge  the  supj^oeed 
audior  of  the  article  (Mr.  Croker)  with  "  shallow  vanity,**  ''  reckless  presumpUon,** 
**  a  total  blank  of  information,**  and  ^'  ^  wisdom  which  is  earthly,  sensual,  devilish,* 
fitter  rather  for  the  licentious  and  Tiberian  revelries  of  Hertford  House  than  for  the 
pages  of  what  would  £un  be  taken  for  the  organ  of  the  English  Clergy.** — Christian 
Remembrancer,  June,  1843. 

The  following  extimct  from  the  article  in  question,  forms  a  striking  contrast  to  the 
sentimente  put  forth  by  the  Quarterly  in  March,  1839,  when  its  readers  were  *'  assured 
that  the  University  of  Oxford  was  perfectly  clear  of  Jesuits,**  and  that  the  *'  idle 
notioas  of  there  bemp  any  thing  in  the**  Tractarian  *^  system  to  encourage  Popery,** 
aroae  *' either  from  ignorance  of  the  question,  or  disregard  of  distinct  disavowals."— 

E.  542-556. — **  It  is  m  vain — even  when  they  are  perfectly  sincere — that  persons  who 
ve  adopted  these  practices  may  tell  us  that  they  have  no  leaning  to  Popery,  and  are, 
in  fact,  what  they  profess  to  be, — zealous  members  of  tlie  Anglican  Church.  Granted : 
their  private  convictions  may  be  untainted  ;  we  cannot  search  their  consciences,  and 
we  wul  give  credit  to  their  assertions ;  but  then,  on  the  other  hand,  we  must  insist, 
tbat  their  private  feelings  cannot,  in  any  fomm,  either  of  law  or  conscience,  justify 
their  countenance  of  practices  which  are  bnt  too  generally  understood,  and  have  been, 
hytiieir  original  promoters,  avowedly  adopted  and  recommended,  as  a  solenm  and 
continnGos  protest  against  the  Reformation — ^'the  odious  R^ormationl*  and  which 
have,  in  some  notorious  instances,  led  to  downright  apostaey.  Bnt  open  defection, 
even  when  we  suspect  it  to  be  the  result  of  an  irregular  intellect,  or  morbid  vanitv,  is 
leas  deplorable,  and  infinitely  less  dangerous,  than  the  masquerade  orthodoxy  whose 
heart  is  already  reconciled  to  Rome,  though  its  bands  are  still  willing  to  carrv  the  bag 
and  to  take  the  sop,  and  to  participate  in  the  communion  of  the  Anfflican  Cnnrcfa,  as 
Judas  did  at  the  Last  Supper.**— .QtMr^/iy  Review,  May,  1843    p.  287.— En. 
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might  be  regarded  either  as  an  advance  in  the  clearness  of  their 
perceptions  of  the  consequences  of  their  principles,  or  in  their 
boldness  in  avowing  them. 

of  Tradition ;— -apon  the  relation  of  the  Chorch  and  the  State ; — in  short,  upon 
many  rery  leading  points  in  the  controversy  of  the  present  day,  the  principles 
and  feelings  of  these  men  (whom  he  and  the  Tractarians  aaree  in  regfarding  as 
the  true  court  of  appeal)  are  decidedly  opposed  to  those  Which  have  been  put 
forward  in  the  writings  of  the  Tractarian  scnool.  Of  these  writings,  there  is  no 
express  mention  in  the  article  ;  and,  of  course,  none  of  his  former  defence  of 
them.  But  the  reference  to  them  is  just  as  intelligible,  and,  indeed,  as  une- 
quivocal, as  if  it  were  express.  It  was  probably  understood  by  the  least  informed 
readers  of  the  Review.  And  there  was  no  affectation  of  misunderstanding  it,  on 
the  part  of  those  who  were  aimed  at.  A  regular  reply  appeared  from  them,  in 
the  October  of  the  same  year,  in  the  British  Critic,  under  the  Utle  of  **  Devc' 
lopment  of  the  Church  in  the  seventeenth  century  ;**  in  which  there  is  certainly 
no  want  of  boldness  or  skill,  and  which  must,  at  least,  have  satisfied  their  former 
advocate,  that  writing  these  men  down,  is  not  likely  to  be  as  smooth  and  grate- 
ful a  task,  as  writing  them  up  was.  They  refer  directly  to  **  the  appearance  of 
an  article  in  the  first  and  most  influential  periodical  of  the  day  .... 
having  especial  reference  to  the  judgment  of  our '  divines  of  the  seventeenth 
century,'  *  as  the  occasion  of  their  review  of  the  same  distinguished  authorities. 
They  nave  no  thought  of  objecting  to  the  tribunal,  before  which  their  opponent 
has  brought  their  opinions.  On  the  contrary,  their  anxiety  seems  to  be  to  fix 
him,  and  others  through  him,  to  the  judges  whom  he  has  chosen  in  the  cause. 
They  hail  with  joy  his  acknowledgment,  that  the  theology  of  these  divines  "  is 
the  standard  theology  of  the  English  Chureh,"  expecting  that  few  will  be  found 
"so  hardy  as  to  dispute  the  fact,  after  such  an  affirmation  of  it."  The  reviewer, 
they  say,  has  attempted  to  shew  that  these  great  divines  are  against  '^the 
Oxford  writers,"  '*  on  the  subject  of  Rome,  Church  and  State,  &c.*  loey  propose 
to  prove  that  he  is  greatly  in  error  on  this  point.  But  they  are  first  anxious  to 
secure  that  it  shall  be  remembered,  that,  were  he  ever  so  successful  in  proving 
what  he  attempts  to  prove,  the  relation  of  the  Oxford  Divines  to  the  t)ivines  of 
the  seventeenth  century,  upon  other  points,  would  stand  as  it  stood  before  : — 
that  is,  as  they  affirm,  that,  m  the  views  put  forward  in  the  Tracts,  and  in  otner 
publications  of  their  authors,  on  the  more  important  doctrines  of  *'  Bapttsmal 
Kegeneration,  the  Real  Presence,  the  Eucharistic  Sacrifice,  Tradition,  Church 
Authority,  Apostolical  Succession,  or  points  connected  with  them,*  **  a  perfect 
agreement  exists  between  the  former  and  the  latter  writers.*** 

The  only  point  at  issue  is,  whether  there  is  a  discrepancy  between  them  on 
the  other,  and— however  important,  still — ^inferior  questions  ;  viz..  How  ought 
we  to  regard,  speak  of,  and  treat  Rome,  on  the  one  handi,  and  unepiscopal 
Protestantism  on  the  other ; — What  are  we  to  hold  concerning  Papal  supre- 
macy ;  and  other  kindred  questions.  And,  even  upon  these  questions,  they 
expect  that  the  appearance  of  discrepancy  which  their  brother-reviewer  has 
exhibited  between  them  and  those  whom  he  and  they  acknowledge  as  the  proper 

*  Thifly  they  say,  has  been  irresistibly  proved  by  '*  Cat^vm^  or  quotations  firom  our 
standard  divines  *,**  and  the  same  assertion  is  made  upon  all  occasions,  and  often  as  if 
its  truth  were  not  denied  by  the  o]>ponent8  of  the  Tractariana.  The  fact,  however,  is, 
that  it  has  not  merely  been  denied,  but  most  conclusively  disproved.  It  has  been 
shewn,  that  in  the  views  which  they  have  put  forward  upon  lul  the  above  doctrines— at 
least  upon  "points  connected  wOK*''  all, — ^tne^  not  merely  are  not  supported,  but  are 
strongly  and  decidedly  opposed,  by  the  moat  miportaot  authorities  of  their  Catenee.6 


6  The  remainder  of  this  note  will  be  found  in  a  subsequent  chapter,  under  tho 
Character  qf  the  Traotarians  as  Controversialists,— '"Ed^ 
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114.  The  first  act,  however,  of  the  party,  which  produced  any 
considerable  defection  from  its  ranks,  was  the  pablication  of  Mr. 

authorities,  will  Tanish  opon  a  doter  and  fairer  Tiew  of  the  cate  ; — which  thejr 
accordingly  proceed  to  gire, 

Thej  maintain  that  the  harshest  language  used  hj  these  divines  against 
Popery,  was  either  the  result  of  recent  suffering,  or  of  some  pressure  actually 
felt,  or  apprehended  from  the  circumstances  of  our  own  Church  ;  and  that,  eren 
when  they  spoke  most  strongly,  they  did  not  pledge  themselves  against  the 
papal  theory,  or  against  the  system  upon  any  but  practical  grounds.  And  to 
explain  and'  enforce  this,  they  call  attention  to  the  peculiar  position  of  the 
Church  after  the  Reformation,  which  forced  her  into  taking  **  a  one-sided,  or 
exdnsiTely  unfavourable  view  of  the  Roman  Church,^into  seeing  onlv  her 
corruption  on  the  one  hand,  or  her  ambition  on  the  other.*  And  they  mamtsin 
that  our  position  is  altogether  different  now,  and  that  there  can  be  no  doubt, 
that  were  the  same  divines  alive  now,  they  would  speak  very  differently  ;  and 
therefore  that  living  divines,  if  they  will  use  their  language  under  altered 
drcumatances,  have  no  right  to  plead  their  authority. 

So  much  they  claim  for  the  position  of  the  Church,  in  abatement  of  the  force 
of  the  strongest  passages  which  have  been  quoted  from  those  of  our  standard 
divinea,  who  have  written  most  strongly  upon  such  points.  But,  moreover,  ther 
say,  that  there  was  a  develcpmeni  in  this  respect,  which  not  only  corresponds 
with  what  this  theory  would  reauire,  but  helps  them  still  further  ;  for  that,  the 
farther  we  recede  from  the  Reformation,  the  more  moderated  do  we  find  the 
tone  of  our  divines  with  respect  to  Rome.  Thev  maintain  that,  in  fact,  there 
was  a  constant  movement  in  the  Church  of  England;  that,  as  the  earliest 
divines  in  the  seventeenth  century  are  distinguished  from  the  Reformers,  so  are 
tiie  later  ones  from  tkem,  until  the  *'  rise  of  ecclesiastical  tone  in  the  Church, 
which  Bancroft  and  Andrewes  had  already  commenced,  was  developed  and 
established  by  the  Laudian  episcopate* 

They  give  a  series  of  extracts  from  the  writing  of  the  divines,  whom  they 
take  as  the  representatives  of  the  Church  at  the  different  periods  of  the  century, 
particularly  the  last ;  which  they  preface  with  th^  following  distinct  statement  of 
what  they  intend  that  it  shall  prove  against  the  Quarterly  Reviewer,  and  for 
themselves : — 

^Nor  can  there  be  any  greater  mistake  than  that  of  stringing  all  our  divines 
t(^;ether,  without  distinction  or  explanation ;  making  them  a  mere  pnnterVi  list,  as  if 
they  were  exactly  alike— mere  repetitions  of  each  other,  like  so  many  bricks  out  of  a 
kiln,  or  loaves  out  of  the  oven,  or  so  much  twist  from  the  wheel,  or  cloth  from  the 
loom,  or  powder  from  the  mill.  A  writer  who  so  joins  all  schools  together,  and  makes 
such  a  **  notch-potch,**  to  use  Bramhairs  word,  of  our  divines,  must  pardon  us,  if  we 
east  a  doubt  upon  the  accuracy  of  his  acquaintance  with  the  times  about  which  he  has 
treated.  There  are  distinctions  amongst  our  divines :  our  Church  divinity  has  been,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  a  progresHve^  and  not  a  ttatMnary  one.  The  Laudian  school  was  as 
dearly  a  new  deodopment  of  the  Church,  in  its  day,  as  history  can  shew  it.  And  be  it 
well  noted,  it  was  a  suecet^fui  development— it  esiabluhed  itself.  Land  and  his  party 
were  *  innovators*  in  their  day;  but  how  are  they  regarded  now?  As  our  greatest 
doctors,  the  highest  standards  and  brishtest  ornaments  of  the  Church.     Turn  to  the 


pages  of  our  contemporary:  it  is  'Laud  and  our  wundest  imnne*'  throughout ;  and  all 
ms  MBOciates  are  quoted  over  and  over  again — Bramhall,  Heylin,  ForlMS,  Sanderson. 
Taylor,  Uammon^  Cosin,  and  the  rest— 4U9  unexceptionable  authorities,  *  whom  all 


sides  must  be  wiliins  to  acknowledge.*  The  truth  is,  these  divines,  by  dint  of  immense 
effort,  by  a  great  and  strong  heave,  lifted  the  Church  above  the  levels  of  Calvinism,  to 
a  higher  ground,  and  that  ground  has  remained  our  terra  firma  to  this  day.  .... 
The  preterU  orthodox  divinity  qf  our  Church  is  a  development  einoe  the  B^ormatian. 
and  a  reaction  upon  it.  We  care  not  how  great  innovators  the  school  were  considered 
in  their  time,  or  upon  how  slender  a  thread  thev  seemed  to  hang :  they  tuooeedetl,  and 
ihtat  innovatum  is  now  our  rule.     The  ChurA  cannot  shake  ^  the  Laudian  sehook* 

*  All  the  itaUet  in  this  extract  are  the  Reviewer^. 
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Fboude^s  Remains.  This  seemed  to  force  upon  many  of  their 
supporters,  who  had  resisted  all  other  eyidence,  some  apprehension 

SVe  has  identified  heraelf  with  them ;  she  has  accepted  their  ground,  and  she  stands 
upon  it.'*^pp.  344,  346. 

Not  that  they  have  any  intention  of  suffering  her  to  remain  on  this  ground,  if 
they  can  help  it.  This  would  be  making  only  a  coarse  and  undisceming  use  of 
the  authorities  to  which  they  defer  ;  which  not  merely  establish  their  right  to  go 
thus  far,  but,  on  the  same  prindples,  further  too.  They  boldly  claim  the  right 
of  following  those  whom  the  Quarterly  Reviewer  acknowledges  to  be  safe 
guides.  By  appealing  to  "  our  divines  of  the  seventeenth  century"  generally,  as 
the  standard  divines  and  true  representatives  of  our  Church,  and,  still  more,  by 
his  high  and  unqualified  praise  of  those  among  them  who  carried  this  develop^ 
ment  furthest,  the  author  must  be  understood  to  approve  of  it.  The  writer  of 
the  reply  boldly  claims,  on  the  part  of  *  the  Oxford  divines,'  to  be  allowed  to 
carry  it  as  much  further  as  the  present  circumstances  of  the  Church  and  the 
world  render  necessary  ;  and  to  have  this  necessity,  and  all  that  they  do  in 
obedience  to  it,  judged  of  by  the  principles  on  which  the  past  stages  of  the 
development  are  to  be  justified. 

They  give  a  great  number  of  passages  to  show  the  nature  and  extent  of  this 
development.     And,  in  conclusion,  they  say  : — 

*'  Upon  the  plainest  historical  grounds,  then,  supported  by  the  testimony  of  popular 
opinion  at  the  present  day,  we  have  the  (act  established  of  a  change  in  our  Church 
theology—4k  change  since  the  Reformation — ^the  development  of  a  standard  divinity  in 
a  later  age,  different  from  the  standard  divinity  of  a  former.  Calvin,  and  his  acliool, 
were  the  master  spirits  of  the  Reformation ;  tbey  gave  the  impulse,  and  iliey  left 
a  stamp  upon  the  movement  which  cannot  be  mistaken:  let  history,  for  once,  be 
allowed  to  speak.  The  full  development  of  Calvinism  was  stopped  indeed,  but  only 
hectMBe  the  Beformation  itself  was  stopped,  and  its  peculiar  doctrines  remained  the 

theology  of  our  Church  till  Laud  upset  them. Let  us  hear  no  more  of  a 

full-bom,  settled,  whole,"  perfect  system  of  Reformation-divinity 

*  uniform  definiteness,  consistency  of  teaching,  which  has  been  so  remarkable.*  Every 
one  who  knows  the  history  of  our,Church,  knows  this  is  not  the  case ;  not  only  has 
her  divinity  altered,  but  her  individual  divines  shew  signs  of  a  change,  and  advauoe,  as 
their  inquiries  proceeded — sometimes  even  in  the  course  of  the  same  work,  {e.  g, 
Hooker*s  Ecclesiastical  Polity,)  sliewing  clearly  that  their  theology  was  just  what 
it  is  asserted  nol  to  be,  a  gradual  formation.  Why  carry  on  then  a  perfectionist 
language,  which  canUot  be  supported  by  fact  ?  Why  uphold  a  mere  view,  a  pretty 
BolMsing  theonr,  when  the  first  breath  of  history  must  send  our  band1>ox  hypothesis  to 
the  winds  ?  Why  not  confess  ?  what  harm  can  there  be  in  acknowledging  the  truth, 
that  ours  was,  in  spirit,  a  Calvinistic  Reformation,  and  that  a  noble  episcopate  after- 
wards reclaimed  us  ?  If  the  one  fact  be  humiliating,  the  other  is  a  counteroalance  to 
it ;  and  our  Church,  between  them  both,  would  stand  where  she  now  stands.  And  can 
it  be  denied,  that,  as  the  Church  threw  off  her  Calvinism,  slie  also  began  to  incline  to 
an  union  mth  Rome ;  i  e.,  if  we  are  to  take,  as  we  must  do,  the  Laudian  school  as  the 
then  representatives  ?  But  we  will  only  proceed,  at  present,  on  the  fact,  that  she  did 
throw  it  off ; — ^that  there  has  been  a  change  in  our  theology  since  the  Reformation. 
For  if  the  precedent  has  been  set^  why  may  it  not,  with  prudence  and  moderation,  bo 
followed  9  If  our  Chnrch  has  changed  her  tone  and  language,  on  various  points,  why 
ma^  she  not  again,  when  circumstances  demand — i.  e,,  when  the  circumstanees  under 
which  she  spoke  have  themselves  changed  ?** — ^p.  385. 

How  the  Quarterfy  Reviewer  proposes  to  answer  this  question,  or  whether 
he  proposes  to  answer  it  at  all,  we  cannot  know.  But  it  brings  veiy  serious 
matter  for  consideration  before  him,  and  all  who  agi'ee  with  him,  in  taking 
^  our  divines  of  the  seventeenth  century,'  in  the  mass,  as  the  tme  guides  and 
representatives  of  the  Church  of  England.  Many  have  taken  up  his  standard 
without  examination,  and  without  suspicion ;  and  from  the  use  which  he  waa 
able  to  make  of  it,  felt  that  we  needed  no  nlore  to  restrain  the  present  unhappy 
movement  towards  Rome.    The  British  Critics  have  brought  such  persons  to  a 
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of  the  real  direction  of  the  moyement,  to  which  they  had  hitherto 
feaiiesslj  committed  themselves.  They  not  only  saw  in  this  pub- 
lication ike  great  leaders  of  the  Reformation^  here  and  upon  the 
CojUinenty  held  up  as  objects  of  hatred  and  soom^  bat  they  were  left 
no  room  to  doubt,  that  it  was  for  their  principles^ — the  Protestant 
principles  which  they  themselves  held  and  valued — ^and  for  the 
grecU  tcori  which  they  had  effected^  that  these  illustrious  men  were 
hated  and  reviled.*'  The  writer  avows  himself  as  "  every  day 
becoming  a  less  and  less  loyal  son  of  the  Reformation  ;  *  as 
"  thinking  worse  and  worse  of  the  Reformers ;"  "  hating  the 
Reformation  and  the  Reformers  more  and  more/^  and  having 
almost  made  up  his  mind  '^  that  the  rationalist  spirit  they  set 
afloat  is  the  '^€vSo7rpo<f}i]T7)^  of  the  Revelations.'^-f  And  while 
engaged  in  the  course  of  study  of  our  ecclesiastical  history  which 
was  giving  him  these  views  and  feelings  about  the  Reformers,  he 
says,  what  is  not  surprising,  '*  As  far  as  I  have  gone,  too,  I  think 
better  than  I  was  prepared  to  do  of  Bonner  and  Gardiner.^^^ 
Farther  on,  writing  to  one  friend,  he  refers  to  a  letter  to  another, 
for  evidence  of  "  the  length  that  he  is  being  pulled  on  in  anti- 
Prote8tanti8m.'"§  He  regards  the  present  Church  system,  which 
be  calls  "our  upas-tree,'' ||  as  "an  incubus  upon  the  country;''®  and 

diffeTent  point  of  view,  and  exhibited  to  them  a  different  phase  of  this  standard 
divinity ;  one  very  well  calculated  to  startle  many  of  tlie  admirers  of  the 
Quarterly  Reviewer^  whose  knowledge  of  his  autliorities  was  derived  from  his 
pages.  And  it  would  he  liardly  enough  to  say,  that  the  claim  of  the  Tract- 
arians  to  be  allowed  to  follow  the  precedent  which  Juts  been  set^  may  be  resisted, 
on  the  ground  that  they  have  given  very  clear  proofs  that  they  want  the 
prudence  and  moderatian^  which  they  seem  themselves  to  admit  are  necessary 
qualifications  for  being  admitted  to  tlie  task.  No  doubt  this  is  most  true,  and 
might  be  very  easily  substantiated.  But  still,  apart  from  ^U  apprehensions  of 
the  way  in  which  their  modern  followers  may  be  disposed  to  carry  on  •*  the 
development  of  the  Church  in  the  seventeenth  century ,**  I  believe  this  article 
contains  such  evidence  of  what  that  development  was,  and  of  the  stage  to 
which  it  was  brought  under  the  "noble  episcopate"  which  "reclaimed  us,"  as 
will  make  many  doubt,  whether,  in  appealing,  as  he  did,  to  the  divinity  of  that 
memorable  era,  the  Quarterly  Reviewer  took  the  best  and  wisest  means  of 
resisting  eflFectually  tlie  tendency  to  Rome,  which  he  seems,  however  tardily, 
yet  ancerely,  to  dread  in  the  Oxford  Development  of  the  present  day. 

•  Vol.  L  p.  336.  t  Ibid,  p.  389.  t  Page  252.  §  Page  347. 

i  Page  405.  Upon  this,  apparently  regarding  it  as  rather  too  strons,  the  Editor 
gir^  the  following  Kote : — ''  It  is  scarcely  necessary  to  observe,  that  the  author  is 
speaking  of  the  establishment,  or,  as  he  calls  it,  'Church  tyalem^  i*.  e,  the  particular 
form  in  which  the  one  Holy  Catholic  Church  happens  to  be  developed  in  England.** 
And  of  which,  it  does  seem  necessary  to  observe,  the  author  and  his  annotator 
bai^Koed  to  be  ordained  ministers. 


7  The  italice  are  not  his  Lordships. — See  also  paragraph  IIT*  infra,  Mr.  Pbrcsval, 
UDong  his  episcopal  testimonies  to  the  good  effects  produced  by  the  writings  of  the 
Tractarians,  quotes  a  passage  from  the  Bishop  of  Toronto's  Charge,  in  which  his 
Lordship  states,  that  *'  they  have  rescued  the  pillars  qf  the  Reformation  jfrom  oblivion," 
^Collection  of  papers,  &c,  p.  Ill — Ed. 

^  I  have,  elsewhere,  noticed  the  singular  coincidence  of  sentiment  upon  this  subject 
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gives  it  as  his  opinion  that  the  "Church  can  never  right  itself 
without  a  blow-up.**^*  Indeed,  this  opinion  seems  altogether  inde- 
pendent of  any  of  the  evils  of  its  state-connexion,  however  in  the 
particular  place  it  may  be  suggested  by  them.  For  his  practical 
conclusion  with  respect  to  the  Reformation  itself  is,  that  it  ^'  was 
a  limb  badly  set:  it  must  be  broken  again  in  order  to  be  righted.'*^-f* 
115.  But  his  principles  and  feelings  as  a  Churchman  may  be 
further  collected  from  his  sentiments  upon  a  few  very  important 
points.  He  throws  doubts  upon  the  purity^  of  the  descent  of  orders 
in  our  Church.^  He  describes  her  as  having  blasphemed  Tradition 
and  the  8acrament8.§  He  not  only  objects  to  the  teaehing  of  the 
Prayer-hook  being  called  the  teaching  of  the  Churchy  but  (after 
suggesting  and  rejecting  different  supposed  grounds  for  so  regarding 
it)  he  avows  distinctly  that  he  sees  "  no  other  claim  which  the 
Prayer-book  has  on  a  layman^s  deference,  as  the  teaching  of  the 
Church,  which  the  breviaby  and  missal  have  not  in  a  far  greater 
degree^W     Indeed  he  lays  down  this  broad  general  principle : 

*^  It  appears  to  roe  plain  that  in  all  matters  that  seem  to  be  indifierent,  or 
even  doubti^l,  we  should  conform  our  practices  to  those  of  the  Churoh,  which 

*  Page  2M.        f  Page  433.        t  Page  386.         §  Page  438.         11  Pages  402, 408. 


expressed  by  Mr.  Froudb,  an  Ordained  Chrgifman  qf  the  EstaUithed  Chwth^  and 
Mr.  Stouohton,  a  DietenHng  Minister, 


**  The  Episcopal  Church  is  compared  to 
a  tree  stretching  forth  its  umbnigeons 
arms. 

**  If  it  be  a  tree  at  all,  it  more  resem- 
bles the  Upas  than  the  Oak.** 

Stought(nC»  Speech  at  the  Reading 
Church-rate  Abolition  Meeting.  1838. 


"  The  present  Church  system  is  an  in- 
cubus upon  the  country.  It  spreads  its 
arms  in  all  directions. 

"  Would  that  the  uraters  would  throw 
up  some  Acheloides,  where  some  new 
Bishop  might  erect  a  see  beyond  tiie 
blightmg  influence  of  our  Upas  Trbb.** 

Frotide^M  Remainay  vol.  I  p.  405.  1835. 

Vide  **  Preaching:  its  Warrant,  Subject,  and  Effects,**  Appendix,  p.  211.  <<The 
Grievance  of  Church-rates  Examined,  in  a  Letter  to  Philip  Pusey,  Esq.,  M.P.** 
p.  15. — Ed. 

*  "For  my  part,  I  had  rather  have  had  my  orders  from  a  Scotch  Bishop,  and  I  thought 
of  suggesting  the  same  to  you.  The  stream  is  purer,  and  besides,  it  would  have  leit 
me  free  from  some  embarrassing  eneagements.  [Such  as  the  neceenty  ^f  holding  hy 
the  union  of  Church  and  State,  of  contenting  hinue{f  with  the  Bnglieh  Liturgical 
Service,^*  ^.,  Editor*S  Note. ]_Froud^V  Remaim,  vol.  i.,  pp.  385,  386. 

It  is  a  fact  worthv  of  remark,  in  connection  with  this  subject,  and  one  which  has 
been  oommunica^ted  to  me  upon  unquestionable  authority,  that,  pending  the  recent, 
but  happily  ineffectual  proceedings  of  Mr.  M'Mullkn  against  the  Regius  Professor 
of  Divinity,  in  the  University  of  Oxford,  Bishop  Skinnxr,  of  Abxrdxbn,  made  the 
former  gentleman  an  offer  of  his  curacv.  Mr.  M'Mullbn,  I  need  hardly  observe, 
had  rendered  himself  notorious,  by  dechning  to  maintain  the  following  propositions 
given  him  by  Dr.  Hampdsn,  as  theses  for  the  exercises  required  previous  to  his 
proceeding  to  the  deffree  of  Bachelor  of  Divinity. 

*^  Ist.  The  Church  of  England  does  not  teach,  nor  can  it  be  proved  from  Scripture, 
that  any  change  takes  place  m  the  elements  at  consecration  in  the  Lord*s  Supper. 

"2nd.  It  is  a  mode  of  expression  calculated  to  ^ve  erroneous  views  of  divine 
revelation,  to  speak  of  Scripture  and  tradition  as  jomt  authorities  in  the  matter  of 
Christian  doctrine.** 

Mr.  M 'Mullen  had  also  been  obliged  to  relinquish  the  curacy  of  SL  Peter-le- 
Bailey,  Qjtford,  in  consequence  of  a  memorial,  addressed  by  the  parishioners  to  the 
Rector.— En. 
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has  preserved  its  traditionary  practices  unbroken.  We  cannot  know  about 
any  seemingly  indifferent  practice  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  that  it  is  not  a 
development  of  the  apostolic  liOos^  and  it  is  to  no  purpose  to  say  that  we  can 
find  no  proof  of  it  in  the  writines  of  the  six  first  centuries ;  they  muist  find  a 
disproofs  if  they  would  do  any  thing."* 

And  as  to  The  Eughabist,  in  particular,  he  Bays — 

**'  I  am  more  and  more  indignant  at  the  Protestant  doctrine,  on  the  subject  of 
the  Kucharist ;  and  think  that  the  principle  on  which  it  is  founded  is  as  proud, 
irreverent,  and  foolish,  as  that  of  any  heresy,  even  Socinianism.''f 

His  own  belief  was, — that  the  power  of  making  the  body  and 
blood  of  Christ  is  vested  in  the  successors  of  the  Apostles  4  that, 
in  the  exercise  of  the  power  bestowed  upon  them,  they  perfoiun  a 
double  miracle— one  part  bein?  the  making  of  the  body  and  blood 
of  Christ  for  our  spiritual  food,  and  the  other  the  preservation  of 
the  sensible  bread  and  wine,  for  the  exercise  of  our  faith  :§  and 
that  PascaFs  statement^ — that  the  Lord  fulfils  His  promise  to  the 
Apostles,  of  beioff  with  men  always,  by  abiding  under  the  species 
of  the  Eucharist,  is  an  orthodox  one.||  He  takes  even  the  author  of 
the  "  Christian  Year,"  to  task,  for  some  symptoms  of  this  Pro- 
testant spirit  which  he  so  vehemently  denounces  !  This  writer 
had  said,  (in  the  verses  on  the  Gunpowder  Treason)  of  the  com- 
munion, that  **  the  Eternal  Priesf"  is  "  there  present  in  the  heart, 
not  in  the  hands  ;*^  and  Mr.  Froude  asks,  ^^  How  can  we  possibly 
know  that  it  is  true  to  say,  ^  not  in  the  hands  V  ^IT  He  con>- 
memorates,  accordingly,  with  satisfaction,  the  advance  that  one 
friend  has  made,  who,  he  verily  believes,  "  would  now  dadly 
consent  to  see  our  communion-service  replaced  by  a  good  translation 
of  the  liturgy  of  St.  Peter  ;^  and  he  adds,  in  the  way  of  advice  to 
the  correspondent  to  whom  he  communicates  this  intelligence, — ^^  a 
name  which  I  advise  you  to  substitute  in  your  notes  to 


for  the  obnoxious  phrase  *  mass-book.^  *"**  But  on  this  matter,  his 
final  conclusion  seems  to  be,  to  acquiesce  in  the  view  taken  by 
another  friend,  of  our  Communion  Service,  and  of  the  feelings  with 
which  it  becomes  those  who  see  its  defects  to  receive  it.  What 
this  view  was,  appears  in  the  passage  in  which  he  expresses  his 
approbation  of  it. 

^  The  more  I  think  over  your  view  ahont  r^rding  oar  present  Communion 
Service,  &c,  as  a  judgment  «n  the  Churchy  and  taking  it  as  the  crumbs  from 
the  Apostles'  table,  the  more  I  am  struck  with  its  fitness  to  be  dwelt  upon  as 
iendii^  to  check  the  intrusion  of  irreverent  thoughts,  without  in  any  way 
interfering  with  one's  just  indignation.''f  f 

*  Psge  336.  +  Page  301.  X  Page  326.  §  Part  II.  vol.  L  p.  66. 

R  Part  I.,  vol  i.,  p.  387.  IT  Page  404. 

**  Page  387.    This  advice  was  not  thrown  away,  as  appears  from  a  passage  often 

quoted  -from  Mr.  Newman's  Letter  to  Dr.  Faussett,  Second  Edition,  pp.  46,47. 

if  r.  Fnmde  himself  had  used  the  designation  which  he  recommends  already,  (at  least, 

as  would  appear  by  the  dates,)  in  Tract  63,  On  the  anHquUy  <^  the  esieHng  LUurgiee, 

+t  Page  410. 

1  The  Bev.  Isaac  Williabcs  quotes  this  statement  of  Pascal  is  oonfirmation  of 
his  viswa  on  Beeerve. — ^Traet  80,  p.  33. — Ed. 
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116.  Such  were  this  writer^s  views  of  the  Reformation  and  its 
fruits.  In  exhibiting  them,  something  has  necessarily  been  done  to 
shew  the  very  different  feelings  with  which  he  regarded  the  system 
from  which  that  memorable  event  separated  ns.  But  to  effect  this 
latter  object  fully,  would  require  a  larger  adduction  of  passages 
than  we  could  afford.  I  may,  however,  give  you  one  or  two, 
which  seem  to  throw  some  additional  light  on  his  principles.  As 
to  saint  and  image-worship,  he  says : — 

^^  1  think  people  are  injudicious,  who  talk  ag&inst  the  Roman  Catholics  for 
worshipping  saints,  and  honouring  the  virgin,  and  images,  &c.  These  things 
may  pemaps  be  idolatrous ;  1  cannot  make  up  my  mind  about  it."* 

I  have  already  given  a  passage,  by  which  it  would  appear,  that 
he  thought  it  also  rash  and  unjustifiable  to  pronounce  their  belief 
of  transubstantiation  erroneous.  And,  indeed,  he  expressly  says, 
generally,  "  Nor  shall  I  even  [ever  ?]  abuse  the  Roman  Catholics, 
as  a  Churchy  for  any  thing  except  excommunicating  us.'*'"f"  And, 
finally,  having  declared  that  the  anathemas,  as  comprehending  our 
deceased  friends,  must  prevent  every  one  from  going  over  to  Rome 
while  she  retains  them,  he  gives  this  distinctly  as  the  reason  which, 
as  he  avers,  would  for  ever  prevent  him  from  joining  the  Church  of 
Rome  : — '*  I  never  could  be  a  Romanist ;  I  never  could  think  all 
those  things  in  Pope  Pins'*  Creed  necessary  to  salvationyi 

117.  I  have  not  given  any  examples  of  his  mode  of  speak- 
ing  of  the    Martyrs    and    Confessors,    to    whom,    under   God^s 

♦  Page  294.  f  Page  395. 

t  P*  434.  Whether  if  a  man  who  had  at  one  time  felt  about  all  iStue  ihingit  in  Pope 
Piuai*  Creedy  as  it  ia  to  be  suppoeed  that  every  one  who  becomes  a  minister  of  the 
Church  of  England  must  have  relt,  were  once  brought  to  believe  that  they  are  true,  ho 
ought  to  feel  it  to  be  impossible  that  he  should  ever  believe  that  they  were  also  nece9- 
tarp  to  BolvoHonj — the  more  especially  when  this  step  presented  itself  as  essential  to  his 
communion  with  the  Church,  which  held  and  professed  all  these  most  important  doc- 
trines, (for  if  they  be  true,  their  importance  can  hardly  be  doubted,)  which  his  own 
Church  denied  and  renounced, — is  a  question  which  we  need  not  attempt  to  settle. 
But  it  is  important  to  remark^  how  near  Mr.  Froude  must  have  been  to  the  former 
state  of  belief ;  the  belief,  that  is,  that  iJl  the  Articles  of  Pope  Pius*  Creed  are  true, 
if  indeed  he  had  not  actually  arrived  at  it.  And  this  I  think  must  be  apparent, 
1.  Because  the  supposition  thiat  he  believed  them  to  be  true,  or,  at  the  least,  did  not 
believe  them  to  be  false,  seems  the  easiest  mode  of  accounting  for  his  emphatic 
declaration,  that  he  never  could  believe  them  necessary  to  salvation.  A  clergyman 
of  the  Church  of  England,  who  could  with  truth  declare  that  he  did  not  believe  them  to 
be  true,  would  have  very  obvious  reasons  for  preferring  such  a  mode  of  expressing  his 
state  of  mind  in  reference  to  them,  to  the  marked  reserve  of  the  profession,  that 
he  could  not  believe  them  to  be  necessary  to  salvation,  2.  He  adds :  *'  But  I  do  not 
see  what  harm  an  ordinary  Romanist  gets  from  thinking  so,*'  i.  e.  thinking  that  they 
are  necessary  to  salvation.  Now,  when  one  considers  what  the  doctrines  are  which  arc 
comprehended  in  the  Ci*eed  of  Pope  Pius,  one  can  haxxlly  suppose, — without  abcribing 
to  Mr.  Froude  the  absolute  latitudinarianism  which  cannot  see  that  any  thing  that 
a  man  believes  about  any  thing,  can  do  him  harm, — ^that  if  he  had  believed  them  to  be 
false,  he  would  have  expressed  himself  unable  to  see  what  harm  it  can  do  an 
ordinary  Ronuuiist  to  believe  them  true  and  necessary  to  salvation. 

It  would  be  inexcusable  to  spend  time  in  this  way  in  endeavouring  to  determine  the 
exact  state  of  belief  of  this  individual,  but  for  the  double  interest  with  which  tho 
times  have  invested  it  for  us ;  first,  as  illustrative  of  the  hazard  of  dallying  with 
Romanism ;  and,  secondly,  from  the  light  which  it  also  throws  upon  the  principles 
of  the  party  whose  leaders  have  pat  him  forward  as  their  representative  and 
champion. 
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blessiog,  we  owe  our  deliverance  from  darkness  and  bondage. 
Because  specimens  of  the  tone  in  which  he  indulged  in  reference 
to  tbem, — which  is  much  coarser  and  more  virulent  than  anj 
respectable  Boman  Catholic  writer  of  the  present  dav  would 
choofle  to  employ  on  the  same  subject, — have  been  published  in 
such  a  Tarietj  of  shapes  as  to  be  familiar  to  every  one.  Such 
petulant,  bitter,  and  irreverent  sayings  concerning  those  honoured 
servants  of  God  and  their  great  work  ;  and  the  language  of  depre- 
ciation and  contempt  in  which  our  Church,  and  her  principles,  and 
her  services,  were  spoken  of  in  these  volumes ;  and  the  admiration 
and  affection  with  which  Rome,  notwithstanding  some  reserves, 
was  undisguisedly  regarded,  produced  a  strong  and  extensive 
effect.  Much  of  what  was  most  objectionable  in  the  volumes,  had, 
in  substance,  appeared  in  the  Tracts,  and  in  other  writings  of  their 
authors.  But,  partly  from  the  personal  character  of  the  man,  and 
partly  from  the  shape  in  which  his  sentiments  appeared, — familiar 
letters,  private  journals,  and  notes  of  conversations — the  tone  of 
this  publication  was  much  more  bold  and  unrestrained.  So  that 
some  who. had  not  beep  offended  by  the  matter  of  the  Tracts,  were 
much  offended  and  alarmed  by  the  manner  of  Mr.  Froude.^  And 
some,  whose  eyes  had  been  gradually  opening  to  the  tendencies 
of  the  movement,  now  saw  them  too  distinctly  to  hesitate  about 
the  duty  of  separating  themselves  from  all  connexion  with  it. 
There  was,  in  consequence,  a  considerable  secession  among  the 
sounder  portion  of  the  admirers  and  supporters  of  the  Tracts,  and 
probably  some  degree  of  jealousy  and  distrust  infused  into  roost 
of  that  class  who  continued  to  admire  and  support  them.  That 
there  should  be  any  such — any  loyal  sons  of  the  Reformation^ — any 
true  members  of  the'  Church  of  England, — who  remained  attached 
to  the  party,  after  such  an  open  declaration  of  their  principles  and 
feelings,  may  be  regarded  as  strange  and  almost  unaccountable. 


^  The  Britith  Critie  has  offered  the  following  curious  apology  for  "  that  ironical  turn 
which  certainly  does  appear,  in  various  shapes,  in  the  first  part  of  these  Remains  i"^ — 

**  This  irony  arose  from  that  peculiar  mode  in  which  he  viewed  all  earthly  things, 
himself,  and  all  that  was  dear  to  him,  not  excepted.  It  was  his  poetry.  Irony  is, 
indeed,  the  natural  way  in  which  men  of  high  views  and  keen  inteUect  view  the 
world :  they  cannot  find  middle  terms  of  controversy  with  men  of  ordinary  views  ; 
they  feel  a  gulph  between  them  and  the  world  ;  they  cannot  descend  to  the  level  of 
lower  views,  or  raise  others  from  that  level  to  their  own.  As,  therefore,  there  is 
no  common  ground  which  they  can  seriously  and  recUly  (sic)  assume  with  inferior  and 
wordly  min£,  they  fall  into  a  way  of  pretending  (sic)  to  assume  common  notions, 
and  reasoning  on  them  with  unr^  seriousness,  in  order  to  expose  them.**-.^ri/MA 
CrtHcy  April,  1840,  p.  399. 

Mr.  Palmsr,  no  incompetent  authority,  gives  a  somewhat  different  view  of  the 
case,  in  his  ''Narrative:^* — ^''Mr.  Froude  occasionally  expressed  sentiments  on  the 
latter  subject,  (the  character  of  the  English  and  the  foreign  Reformers,)  which  seemed 
extremely  unjust  to  the  Reformers,  and  injurious  to  the  Church  ;  but  as  his  conversa- 
tion generally  was  of  a  very  startling  and  paradoxical  character,  and  his  sentiments 
were  evidently  only  in  the  course  of  formation,  I  trusted  that  more  knowledge  and 
thought  would  bring  him  to  juster  views." — **  Narrative,"  &c.  p.  23.  Mr.  Palmer 
does  not  seem  to  make  much  allowance  for  the  relative  positions  occupied  by  himself 
and  his  friend Ed. 


66     PROGRBBS,  BTC. ^MBSSBS.  WKWMAN  AND  XBBLS  DBFBND  FBO0DB. 

It  18,  in  fact,  only  to  be  accounted  for  by  what  is  hardly  less 
strange,  viz.,  that  after  all,  they  refused  to  receive  this  publication 
as  a  declaration  of  the  principles  of  the  authors  of  the  Tracts.  It 
was  well  known  that  the  real,  though  not  the  nominal  head^  of 
the  party  was  the  Editor  of  the  work,  with  the  aid  of  at  least  one"^ 
of  the  two  other  members  to  whom  the  next  place  in  influence 
is  generally  assigned.  But  notwithstanding  this  authentication  of 
the  publication  as  the  act  of  the  party,  there  were  not  a  few 
of  those  to  whom  I  have  alluded,  who  could  not  be  brought  to 
regard  them  as  responsible  for  the  work,  and  who,  in  consequence, 
did  not  suffer  it  to  shake  their  confidence  in  them.  However 
blameable,  in  point  of  prudence,  they  regarded  the  Tractarians 
for  publishing  it,  they  oWinately  refused  to  extend  to  them  any 

Krtion  of  the  more  serious  disapprobation  which  they  most  freely 
stowed  upon  Mr.  Froude  ana  his  writings.  A  general  con- 
formity of  views  and  principles  was,  of  course,  admitted;  but 
every  thing  violent,  and  dangerous,  and  absurd,  in  his  opinions 
and  sentiments,  was  regarded  as  his  own. 

118.  The  Editors  most  distinctly  refused  to  be  thus  separated 
from  him.  They  put  forward,  as  the  motive  of  the  publication, 
and  as  its  justification,  the  truth  and  eittr erne  importance  of  the  views 
to  which  it  was  designed  to  he  suhserme^.*  To  the  promotion  of 
those  views  they  described  their  deceased  friend  as  having  devoted 
himself  ardewUyy  hut  soherly.f  A  around  of  censure  would  be 
found,  they  knew,  in  what  would  be  called  the  intolerance  of 
certain  passages  as  regards  Dissenters ;  they  reply  that  both  this 
and  the  alleged  tendency  to  Romanism  are  ohjections  not  to  the  present 
publication^  but  to  the  view  which  it  is  designed  to  support.X  They 
were  aware  that  his  sentences  were,  in  an  unusual  measure,  direct^ 
fearlesSy  and  pungent ;  and  they  apprehend  that  this  may  incline 
those  who  recoil  from  them  to  account  them  speeches  uttered  at  ran- 
doMy  more  for  present  point  and  ejects  than  to  declare  the  speaJcer'*s 
reed  opinion ;  and  under  that  view  of  their  nature,  to  disap- 
prove of  the  publication  of  such  sayings  on  such  high  and  solemn 
subjects.  And  they  at  ouce  secure  these  sentences  from  being  set 
aside,  and  themselves  from  blame  for  publishing  them,  by  denying 
the  fkct.  The  expressions  in  question  were  not  uttered  at  random^ 
and  cannot  fairly  he  thrown  hy  as  mere  chance  sayings  .  •  •  . 
right  or  wrong,  they  were  deliberate  opinions^  and  cannot  he  left  out 
of  consideration^  in  a  complete  estimate  of  a  writer's  character  and 
principles,^  Some  of  them,  however  well  considered,  might,  in 
the  way  in  which  they  were  given,  appear  unnecessarily  startling 

*  Preface,  page  ▼.  f  Page  vil  t  P»g«  Jrvii.  §  PagM  xix.  xx. 

8  The  Rev.  John  Hsnry  Kbwman,  B.D.,  Fellow  of  Oriel  College,  and  Vioar  of 
St.  Mary*8,  Oxford— Ed. 

^  The  Rev.  John  Ksblb,  M.A.,  formerly  Fellow  of  Oriel  College^  Profeoaor  of 
Poetry  in  the  University  of  Oxford^  and  Vicar  of  Huraley,  HantB..^£j>t 
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mui  parad^ariad;  and  these,  at  least,  they  knew,  WMne  would 
aay,  n^giki  hare  been  left  oat.  Thej  state  direetly,  among  other 
reaaoDS  for  ioserting  them,  that  f^  ftas  due  to  ike  reader  to  ehew 
kirn  favrfg  kaw  far  the  cpiniene  recommeaded  fimdd  carry  kim. 
And  while  they  declare  on  the  one  hand,  that  netkmg  ie  kept  baek^ 
ha  what  it  was  judged  wndd  be  /airfy  and  naturallf  mwimcbr- 
dood^  they  add  on  the  other,  that  they  hate  iio^,  to  tie  leet  of  their 
jwdffment^  inserted  anv  thing  which  did  not  tMy  indirectlg^  perhaps^ 
iut  realfyy  towards  fiUing  up  that  outline  of  his  mind  and  cnaraeter^ 
whick  seemed  requisite  to  complete  the  idea  of  him  as  a  witness  to 
Oatiolie  mews.* 

119.  They  not  nnnaturally  apprehend  that  it  will  be  thou^t  by 
many  that  he  was  an  andutifal  son,  and  an  nnfaithful  mmister 
of  the  Church  to  which  he  belonged  ;  or,  as  they  very  distinctly 
state  it, — thaty  though  a  minister^  he  was  not  a  sound  and  attached 
member  of  the  English  establishment :  that  he  ewided  its  tests  by  a 
dry  and  literal  interpretation  of  their  wording^  and  availed  himself 
of  its  influence  and  sustenance  against  itself 

120.  This  is  a  serious  charge.  They  s&j^  the  answer  to  this  objection 
is  also  simple.  I  add,  that  it  is  at  the  same  time  so  instructive, — 
so  illustrative  of  the  mew  which  the  party  tale  of  their  obligations 
as  ministers  of  the  Anglican  Church,  and  of  the  way  and  extent  in 
which  their  relation  to  it  is  modified  by  their  duties  as  ministers  of 
the  Church  CatholiCy^  that  I  shall  give  yon  the  entire  of  it. 

^^  The  view  which  the  author  would  take  of  his  own  position,  was  probably 
this :  that  he  was  a  minbter,  not  of  any  human  establishment,  but  of  the 
one  Holy  Church  Catholic,  which,  among  other  nlaces,  is  allowed  by  her 
Divine  Master  to  manifest  herself  locally  in  England,  and  has,  in  fonner 
times,  been  endowed  by  the  piety  of  her  members :  that  the  State  has  but 
secured  by  law  those  endowments  wliicli  it  could  not  seize  without  sacrilege, 
and  In  return  for  this  supposed  boon,  has  encumbered  the  rightful  possession  of 
them  by  various  conditions,  calculated  to  bring  the  Church  mto  bondase :  that 
her  ministers,  in  consequence,  are  in  no  way  bound  to  throw  themselves  into 
the  spirit  of  these  enactments ;  rather  are  bound  to  keep  themselves  from  the 
snare  and  guilt  of  them,  and  to  observe  only  such  a  literal  acquiescence  as  is 
aQ  that  the  law  requires  in  any  case,  all  that  an  external  oppressor  has  a  right 
to  ask.  Their  loyalty  is  already  engaged  to  the  Church  Catholic,  and  they 
cannot  enter  into  the  drift  and  intentions  of  her  oppressors,  without  betrayinff 
her.  For  example  :  they  cannot  do  more  than  submit  to  the  Statute  of 
Premwure;  they  cannot  defend  or  concur  in  the  present  suspension  in  every 
form  of  the  Church's  synodal  powers,  and  of  her  powers  of  excommunication ; 
nor  can  they  sympathize  in  the  provision  which  ninders  their  celebrating  tive 
out  of  the  seven  dfuly  services,  which  are  their  patrimony,  equally  with 
Romanists.  Again ;  doubtless,  the  spirit  in  which  the  present  e^ablishment 
was  framed^  would  require  an  affectionate  admiring  remembrance  of  Luther 
and  others,  for  whom  there  is  no  evidence  that  the  author  of  these  volumes 
ever  entertained  any  reverence.''t 

♦  Pages  xi.  xxli,  +  Prefaoe,  page  xv. 


•  The  iimUct  in  this  sentenco  are  not  his  Lordflhip*s._ED. 
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121.  The  principle  on  which  this  defence  rests,  is  plainly  a  veiy 
frnitftil  one.  But  its  true  range  may  be  better  learned  from 
Mr.  Fronde's  application  of  it,  than  from  the  statement  of  his 
Editor,  and  the  examples  by  which  he  chooses  to  illustrate  it.  It 
will  be  found  thiCt  it  reaches  further,  not  merely  than  the  Editor 
intimates,  but  further  than  we  should  ourselves  probably  have 
anticipated,  without  such  a  practical  exhibition  of  its  working. 
The  maxim,  indeed,  that  a  true  Churchman's  allegiance  is  pre- 
engaged  to  the  Church  Catholic,  as  it  evidently  substitutes  his  own 
or  his  party's  views  of  the  principles  of  the  Church  Catholic  for  all 
other  authority,  would  prepare  us  for  a  good  deal  of  insubordination 
in  a  ^'  witness  to  Catholic  views.*"  And  when  it  was  combined 
with  the  theory,  that  the  particular  branch  of  the  Church  Catholic 
to  which  he  belonged,  is  in  bondage,  and  that  the  State  is  her 
oppressor,  we  might  expect  this  insubordinate  spirit  to  express 
itself,  from  time  to  time,  in  very  intemperate  and  violent  language, 
if  restrained  from  more  active  manifestations.  Were  the  State 
ever  so  truly  the  protector  of  the  local  Church,  it  could  have 
no  claim  to  be  heard  when  it  speaks  in  opposition  to  the  Church 
Catholic;  but  being,  as  it  is,  her  oppressor,  no  true  ^upholder  of 
Catholic  views  can  render  any  obedience  to  the  enactments  which 
maintain  its  tyranny,  except  by  constraint  and  outwardly;  or 
refrain  from  speaking  of  them  with  the  indignation  which  they 
deserve.  In  a  wholesome  state  of  things,  it  is  true,  the  branch  of 
the  Church  to  which  we  belong  would  have  a  fair  claim  to  be 
regarded  by  us  as  the  representative  and  interpreter  of  the  Church 
Universal.  But,  in  her  bondage,  she  could. not  herself  desire  that 
we  should  so  regard  her^  lest,  haply,  we  should  take  the  language 
of  her  oppressor  for  her  own.  If  she  were  free,  she  would  doubtless 
always  speak  in  harmony  with  Catholic  views.  If  her  unhappy 
circumstances  ever  force  her  to  speak  otherwise,  we  may  be  sure 
that  we  are  not  only  acting  in  obedience  to  our  highest  duty,  but 
that  we  are  shewing  to  her  the  reverence  which  is  most  acceptable 
to  her,  when  we  regard  her  as  speaking  by  constraint ;  and  obey, 
instead,  the  voice  to  which  she  would  have  us  always  give  ear.  A 
child  is  not  to  be  regarded  as  deficient  in  filial  duty  and  tenderness, 
because  he  does  not  yield  obedience  to  every  command  of  a  parent 
who  is  beside  herself.  True  duty  and  tenderness,  on  the  contrary, 
will  oflen  enjoin  disobedience ;  yea,  it  may  be,  force  from  him 
words  that  may  sound  harsh,  and  acts  that  may  seem  unkind. 
When  once  this  principle  of  the  paramount  duty  of  obedience  to 
the  Catholic  Church  had  released  a  man  from  subjection  to  the 
authorities  which  God  has  set  over  him,  talk  of  this  kind,  we 
know,  would  never  be  wanting  to  justify  all  that  his  own  notions 
of  Catholic  views,  or  the  notions  of  whatever  little  party,  living  or 
dead,  he  had  chosen  as  the  interpreter  of  the  Catholic  Church, 
might  require  him  to  do  or  say.     And  so  we  might  be  prepared  to 
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see,  as  the  result  of  the  principle^  a  great  deal  of ^  self-will  and 
presomption,  under  the  gniae  of  humility  and  submission.* 

*  Paris  of  what  followed  here,  to  page  156  in  the  first  edition,  have  been  left 
out,  as  containing  a  statement  with  respect  to  a  matter  of  fact  in  which  I  have 
race  diflcoyered  that  I  was  mistaken.  And  the  omission  has  led  to  some 
additions  in  what  is  retained. 
In  the  first  Edition,  the  passage  which  followed  in  the  Charge,  stood  thus : — 
"  Bat  it  seems,  in  Mr.  Froude,  to  lead  to  something  more  and  worse.  The 
tpannj  of  the  State,  and  the  weakness  of  the  Churen,  seem  to  have  divested 
tbem  of  all  claims,  not  merely  on  his  obedience,  bnt  also  on  his  good  faith. 
This  is  a  very  serious  cham ;  but,  as  it  seems  clearly  well  founded,  painful  as 
it  18)  it  is  yery  necessary  that  it  should  be  distinctly  made ;  and  being  made,  of 
cotnae,  it  ongnt  to  be  substantiated. 

^  For  example :  He  declarer  as  we  hare  seen,  that  he  was  unable  to  make 
vp  his  mind,  whether  the  worshipping  of  saitiU,  and  honouring  the  Virgin  and 
mo^et,  0$  practised  by  Roman  Catholics^  is  idolatrous  or  not.  I  hare  no 
disposition  to  inquire,  whether  the  declared  yiews  of  our  Church,  on  this 
question,  forbid  such  indecision  in  her  members.  But  he  was  a  minister  of  the 
Charch;  and,  before  he  could  become  one,  he  was  oblifi;ed,  solemnly,  and 
BDcerely,  in  the  presence  of  Grod,  to  profess,  testify,  and  declare,  that  he  did 
^\V(^  ....  that  the  invocation  or  adoration  of  the  Virgin  Mary,  or 
^  other  sami,  .  .  ,  .  as  they  are  now  used  in  the  Church  ofRome,  are 
^erttitious  and  idolatrous.  And  further,  solemnly,  and  in  the  presence  of 
^1  to  profess^  testify^  and  declarey  that  he  made  this  declaration^  and  every 
?^  thereof  in  the  plain  and  ordinary  sense  of  the  words  read  unto  him^  as  they 
^commonly  understood  by  English  Protestants^  without  any  evasion^  equivo- 
cQlioR,  or  mental  reservation  whatever.  And  he  did  all  this.  Now,  whatever 
justification  his  yiews  of  the  Church  and  State  mieht  furnish  for  intemperate 
^^'^giiage,  with  reference  to  such  a  declaration, — for  railing  at  the  State  for 
^tbg,  and  the  Church  for  submitting  to,  such  a  declaration, — what  iustifi- 
^tion  can  they  be  supposed  by  honest  minds  to  supply  for  his  makmg  it  ? 
^d  what  justification  can  we  imagine  him  to  haye  found  in  his  own  mind  for 

I  I^^J'^tanly  making  it,  except  this :  that  when  the  State  tyrannically  exacts 
^^jarations  or  engagements  inconsistent  with  Catholic  views,  those  who  hold 
"^cn  views,  whateyer  be  the  form  of  words  which  they  are  constrained  to  use, 
^^  be  understood  to  use  them  with  all  such  reseryations  as  their  allegiance 

I    *J**  Catholic  Church  may  render  necessary  ?t 

A^in :  Ifr.  Fronde's  belief  concerning  the  Eucharist  was,  that  the  power 
J*  «<wjii^  t&e  boefy  and  blood  of  Christ  is  yested  in  the  successors  of  the 
Ap06tlfi8:j— that,  in  the  exercise  of  the  power  bestowed  upon  them,  they  per- 

_J  'H  yXSao^  lptiAfiox\  ^  8^  4>fthv  Mtii/nos,  If  it  be  asked,  Why  oome  under  these  obli- 
^QDBat  all?  Why  make  dechurations  which  are  inconsistent  with  Catholic  views? 
J^  devifle  no  answer,  except  that  if  this  were  not  done,  the  ministry  would  be  left 
^^  of  oncatholie  or  anti-catholic  principles,  and  that  it  is  plainly  inconsistent  with 
ll^S^ce  to  the  Catholic  Church,  to  abandon  the  looal  man\fe9tatuin  of  it  with  which 
"  f»e  connected,  to  its  enemies. 

^^^inay  be  said,  that  perhaps  Mr.  Fronde  took  up  the  Catholic  views  which  were 
j^?!?'J|^t  with  these  declarations,  after  he  had  become  a  minister  of  the  Church.  - 
of  ^  V  ^^  ease,  it  alters  the  view  of  his  conduct,  but  does  not  amount  to  a  defence 
^  ,For  undoubtedly,  whenever  he  took  up  views  which  were  inconsistent  with  the 
Eo^k^^  of  belief,  on  which  he  was  admitted  to  the  Ministry  in  the  Church  of 
18  wt*  ^  ^f^^  mode  of  keeping  hinue^from  the  snare  and  guilt  of  such  obligations 
'>^Wi  *°"*®  under,  was  not  (as  his  Editor  seems  to  represent])  by  railing  at  the 
efaan    ?  and  the  authorities  which  imposed  them,  but  bv  publicly  declanne  his 


^^ge  of  Tiews,  and  by  withdrawing^  firom  the  trust  which  had  been  consigned  to  nim, 
^  latth  of  his  holdmg  certain  principles  which  he  had  ceased  to  hold. 


\  holdmg  certain  princip 

X  Page  326. 
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122.  Thai  it  actually  bore  sach  fruit  abundantly,  in  the  case 
before  us,  has  been  sufficiently  proved.     But  the  volumes  from 

fozm  a  double  miraole;  one  i»art  being  the  making  of  the  body  aod  blood  of 
Christ  for  our  spiritnal  foo<(  and  the  other  the  pieeervation  of  the  sensible 
bread  and  wine  for  the  exercise  of  our  fiiith  :*  that  the  canon  of  the  Mass  is 
the  litoigy  of  St.  Peter  :f  that  Pascal's  statement^that  the  Lord  fulfils  His 
promise  to  the  Apostles,  of  being  with  men  always,  by  abiding  under  the 
spedes  of  the  Eucharist^  is  an  orthodox  one  :t  and  that  we  cannot  by  any 
possibility  know  that  it  is  true  to  aay,  that  in  the  holy  commimion  Christ  is 
not  in  mar  hands.  Now  suppose  that  such  views  can  be  shewn  to  allow  a  man, 
without  any  eyasion,  equivocation,  or  mental  reseryation  whatever,  ^solemnly, 
and  in  the  presence  of  God,  to  profess,  testify,  and  declare,  (as  he  did  m 
the  declaration  already  referred  to,)  that  in  the  Sacrament  oi  the  Lord's 
Supper  there  u  not  anjf  traneubttaatiatwn  of  the  elements  of  bread  and  wine 
UUo  the  body  and  blood  of  Christy  at  or  after  the  consscratton  Uiereof  by  any 
peraon  whateoever^'  how  could  they  permit  him  to  declare,  with  the  same 
solemnity,  that  the  sacrifice  of  the  mass,  as  used  by  the  Church  ofRome^  is 
superstiHoms  and  idolatrous  f  or  willingly  and  sz  animo  to  subscribe  the  twenty- 
eighth  Article,  (to  piurticularixe  nothing  else,)  in  which  it  is  e^ressly  dedared 
that  the  body  of  Ckrisi  is  given^  taken^  and  eaten  in  the  Supper,  only  after  an 
heavenly  and  spiritual  manner.  And  the  mean  whereby  the  body  of  Christ  is 
received  and  eaten  in  the  Supper,  is  faith  f 

^  Lastly,  (not  to  continue  this  specification  too  far,)  if  there  be  any  funda- 
mental principle  of  our  Chnroh,  it  is  the  sufficiency  of  Holy  Scripture  as  a  Rule 
of  Faith."  &o.« 

In  Ireland,  all  benefioed  Clergymen,  Leoturers,  and  Curates;  the  Prorost 
and  Fellows  of  Trinity  College,  iJublin,  lay  and  clerical,  (among  masiy  others,) 
are  obliged  by  law  to  make  the  declaration  against  Transubstantiation,  8cc,y 
referred  to  in  the  foregoing  parajgraphs.^ 

The  Act,  howerer,  which  enjoins  this,  (3  W.  and  M.  c  2,)  though  an  Act 
of  the  Engliah  Parliament,  is  only  lor  Ireland ;  so  that  I  committed  an  error 
in  supposing  that  this  dedaratiou  had  been  made  by  Mr.  Froude.  Fortunately, 
my  attention  was  directed  to  the  mistake  (by  more  than  one  correspondent 
indeed,)  in  sufficient  time  to  secure  me  nom  repeating  it  in  the  present 
edition. 

I  have  removed  the  passases  in  which  it  appean  from  the  text,  because  the 
chief  part  of  the  proof  which  they  contain  of  the  inoon«stenoy  of  Mr.  Fronde's 
sentiments  and  opinions^  with  his  express  obligations  to  hu  own  Church,  is 
drawn  from  the  very  strong  and  explicit  laiigiiage  of  this  declaration,  which, 
it  aj^iears,  he  nerer  made.  Bat  I  have  prefcn-ed  transferring  them  to  this 
place  to  expungine  them  altogether,  for  the  following  reasons: — 1.  Retaining' 
them  here  seems  ue  most  satisfactory,  and  is  certainly  the  least  troublesome 
way  of  enabling  the  reader  to  judge  what  is  the  true  natnre  of  the  mistake, 
and  how  hx  it  extends.  2.  If  after  stating  the  mistake,  I  simply  left 
out  these  passages,  it  might  be  regarded  as  an  acknowledgment,  that  except 
this  dechtfation,  which  I  erroneously  supposed  him  to  have  made,  there 
was  no  sofficient  proof  that  the  sentiments  quoted  from  Mr.  Froude,  were 
inconsistont  with  the  direct  obligations  under  which  be  had  come  as  a 
lifinister  of  the  Church  of  England.  But  this,  according  to  my  jwkmeni, 
would  leave  a  very  frlse  impression  of  the  actual  state  of  the  case.     1  think 

♦  Pert  XL  VoL  i.  5.  65.  f  Part  I.  vol.  L  n.  387.  t  Page  892. 

i  Thii  dedanUion  is,  therefore,  made  bj  aU  Ecelesiasticad  persons  in  Irehuid ;  but 
it  is  not,  as  my  words  convey,  required  previously  to  oonferring  orders,  but  when  the 
pafson  ordained  obtains  lioense  as  a  Curate,  institution  to  a  Benefice,  ftc 

<  The  Chaige  asit  stood  m  Edition  1^  is  continued  at  ptr.  124,  p.  75.— Ed. 
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which  I  haye  drawn  these  proofs,  supply  evidence  that  it  tends  to 
farther  and  worse  results.     It  appears  that  this  pre-engagement  of 

that  alftflcethcr,  independently  of  this  declaration,  it  may  be  mosi  conclusively 
eiiewn,  tnat  what  he  aaya  of  Saint  and  Image-worship  in  the  Church  of  Rome^ 
and  of  the  doctrine  of  the  Eucharisiy  is  not  merely  at  variance  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Ghnrch,  (for  that  is  not  enough  in  the  case,)  but  inconsistent,  as 
I  have  anidy  with  the  ezpiess  obligations  under  which  he  lay  by  his  subscrip- 
tion to  the  Artidea. 

Aad  io  besin  with  what  he  says  of  Saint  and  Image  worship  in  the  Church 
of  Rome.  It  ie  plainly  inconsistent  with  a  belief  of  what  is  laid  down  upon 
the  flubjeet  in  the  Homilies.  I  do  not  mean  merely  that  it  does  not  agree 
with  what  may  be  collected  to  be  the  views  of  the  Homilists,  or  with  some  of 
their  siray  opinions^  or  ointer  dicta ;  but  that  it  is  directly  opposed  to  what 
they  formially  determine  in  a  professed  discussion  of  the  very  question.  This 
is  well  known;  and  it  will  be  seen  by  any  who  do  not  know  ik  or  who  doubt 
it,  on  reading  what  is  quoted  £rom  the  Homilies  in  Note  G.''  Now,  this  seems 
dearly  inconsistent  with  subscription  to  the  Thirty-fifth  Artide.  I  do  not 
mean  tliat  by  subscribing  the  Articles,  Ministers  of  the  Church  are  bound  to 
agreement  with  ererv  ofunion  which  is  to  be  gathered  from  the  Homilies,  or 
even  everjr  one  which  is  distinctiy  expressed  in  them.  But  it  seems  that  they 
aie  zeflirained  fiom  rejecting  any  of  their  clear  and  formal  determinations  upon 
any  leadtny  and  important  point :  any  such  important  question  as.  What  is  it 
that  ecNSBtttates  idolatry?  or,  Do  certain  practices  amount  to  the  crime  of 
idolatiy  ?  Unless  the  Thirty-fifth  Artide  secures  accordance  with  the  Homi- 
Ua  80  far  as  this,  it  seems  a  very  purposeless  and  unmeaning  document. 

It  has  been  aivned^  I  know,  by  some  who  wish  to  lower  the  force  of  the 
obligation  createa  by  this  Article,  that  all  that  it  says  of  the  Homilies  would 
be  tme,  provided  they  contain  same  doctrine  which  is  godly  and  wholesome  ; 
even  ibM^h  they  contain  some,  or  even  much,  of  another  description.  And 
henee  it  would  be  inferred,  that  one  who  believed  this  concerning  the  Homilies, 
nighl,  with  a  safe  conscience,  subscribe  to  this  Article.  But  tms  seems  to  be 
very  palpable  juggling,  with  a  very  clear  obligation.  This  is,  no  doubt,  a 
litecaf  sense  of  the  statement  concerning  the  Homilies  made  in  this  Article. 
Bnt  it  is  abundantiy  evident  that  it  cannot  be  its  true  meaning.  This  might 
be  shewn  in  various  ways ;  but  the  most  conclusive  and  unexceptionable  proof 
ifl  that  which  is  fiirmshed  b^  the  remainder  of  thb  very  Article.  For  it  is  not 
merely  said,  that  the  Homilies  contained  ^'  a  godly  and  wholesome  doctrine. 
and  neoesaary  for  these  times,"  but  that  for  this  reason  the  Church  had 
appointed  them  to  be  employed  in  the  public  instruction  of  her  members: 
^and  TiinLBFORS  we  iud^  them  to  be  read  in  Churches  by  the  Ministers, 
diligently,  and  distinctly,  that  they  may  be  understauded  of  the  people."  Now 
if  it  ooiud  be  thought  possible  tliat  the  framers  of  our  Artides  should  have 
deliberately  dedicated  one  of  them  exdusively  to  the  Homilies,  for  the  purpose 
of  testifying  that  they  contained  same  godly  and  wholesome  doctrine,  still  it 
will  hardly  be  thoogm  possible  that  they  could  gravely  state  that  this  fact  was 
the  reason  why  thev  nad  chosen  these  books  to  be  publicly  read  in  the 
eongregaticnis  throughout  tiie  land,  to  impart  to  them  instruction  in  the  most 
momentous  truths  of  religion.  Some  godly  and  wholesome  Doctrine  would  ill 
fit  a  body  of  Dtsconrses  on  the  most  mome9tous  subjects,  doctrinal  and  con- 
^ovenial,  lor  such  an  office  as  this.  Any  intermixture  of  doctrine  of  another 
kind,  would  have  plainly  unfitted  them  for  the  office ;  and  it  must  be  plain, 
therefore,  that  what  is  meant  to  be  stated  concerning  them  is :  that  the  Doctrine 
which  they  contain  is  godly  and  wholesome.  It  is  only  in  this  sense  of  it,  that 
tiis  character  giren  of  the  book,  can  with  any  show  of  reason  be  made  the 

^  Tbis  Note  will  be  found  under  Par.  139  of  his  Lordship^s  Charge. — Ed. 
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a  Ghurchman''s  allegiance  not  merely  sets  measures,  as  we  have  seen, 
to  the  respect  and  duty  to  be  rendered  to  his  own  Church,  bat 

foundation  (as  it  is  expressly  made  in  the  Article,)  of  the  use  for  which  it  is 
declared  to  oe  ordained. 

I  do  not  aigue  that  this  must  have  been  the  opinion  of  the  framers  of  the 
Articles  concerning  the  Homilies.  For  this  cannot  be  questioned.  They  wrote 
one  of  the  books  themselves,  and  had  the  other  before  them  for  a  considerable 
time,  with  unlimited  power  to  correct  it  in  every  particular  in  which  they 
considered  it  to  require  correction.  That  they,  therefore,  when  they  sent  the 
volume  out  for  the  instruction  of  the  Church,  held  that  it  contained  no  doc- 
trine which  did  not  deserve  the  character  of  godly  and  whokaome^  cannot  be 
doubted.  But  if  this  were  all,  it  might  be  said,  that  we  are  not  bound  by 
their  opinion  of  that  book,  or  of  any  other.  And  I  do  not  mean  to  maintain 
that  we  are,  any  farther  than  their  opinion  is  expressed  in  the  Articles.  But 
so  &it  as  it  is,  we  are  plainly  bound  by  it  in  every  case.  And  I  may  add,  that 
the  chief,  if  not  the  only  reason,  for  stating  their  opinion  in  this  particular 
case,  must  have  been  to  bind  the  ministers  of  the  Church  to  accordance  with 
it.  It  could  not  have  been  in  this  case,  as  it  might  have  been  in  many  others, 
to  make  known  what  their  views  were ;  for,  as  I  have  said,  in  this  case  there 
could  have  been  no  doubt  upon  that  point.  Nor  could  it  have  been  to  pre- 
scribe the  use  of  these  Discourses,  for  that  was  done  effectually,  and  more 
appropriately  in  another  way.*  It  must  have  been,  therefore,  one  would  say, 
almost,  if  not  altogether,  for  the  single  purpose  of  securing  that  all  the  ministers 
of  the  Church  should  accord  with  the  judgment  so  expressed  upon  this  very 
important  volume. 

What  the  judgment  actually  expressed  in  the  Article  is,  I  have  already 
attempted  to  shew.  And  when  what  has  been  said  of  the  meanine  and  of  the 
purpose  of  the  Article  is  fairly  considered,  it  will,  I  should  hope,  be  apparent, 
that  it  could  not  be  conscientiously  subscribed  by  one  who  only  believed  con- 
cerning the  Homilies,  that  they  contained  lome  godly  and  wholesome  doctrine, 
or  by  one  (which  is  the  case  that  we  are  more  immediately  concerned  with) 
whose  mina  was  not  made  up  u^n  the  truth  of  a  most  important  question, 
which  the  Homilies  formally  consider  and  decide ;  upon  whicn  they  are  clear, 
full,  and  absolute. 

(2^  As  to  Ihe  second  point,  the  views  put  forward  by  Mr.  Froude,  concerning 
the  Doctrine  of  the  Eucharist,  including  his  views  of  the  Romish  Doctrine  on 
the  point,  I  think  they  are  clearly  opposed,  not  merely  to  the  principles  of  the 
Church,  (for,  as  before,  that  would  not  be  enough,)  but  to  the  principles  with 
which  he  has  declared  his  accordance,  by  subscription  to  her  Articles.  Could, 
for  example,  any  one  who  thought  and  felt  as  ne  did  about  the  Doctrine  of 
Transubstantiation,  declare  sincerely  with  the  Twenty-eighth  Article,  that  it 
*'  u  repugnant  to  the  plain  words  of  Scripture^'  and  that  it  "  overthroweth  the 
nature  cf  a  Sacrament  f"  Again,  he  held,  as  we  saw,  that  it  was  impossible  to 
be  sure  that  in  the  holy  communion,  ''  Christ  is  not  in  our  hands."  How 
could  he  then  positively  say,  with  a  clear  conscience,  in  the  words  of  the  same 
Article,  that,  '^  The  body  of  Christ  is  given^  taken^  and  eaten  in  the  Supper, 
only  qfter  a  heavenly  and  spiritual  manner.  And  thb  mran  whereby  the  Body 
of  Christ  is  received  and  eaten  in  the  Supper,  is  faith  ?"  Here  are  examples 
of  want  of  agreement  with,  and  of  actual  opposition  to,  the  Articles  to  which 
he  had  subscribed,  which  makes  it  unnecessary  to  look  for  any  other  in  what  I 
have  quoted  of  his  views  of  the  Eucharist.  I  shall  therefore  leave  the  matter 
here. 

I  give  now  the  Note,  as  it  stood  originally  in  the  Appendix,  only  premising — 

*  By  the  directions  prefixed  to  both  Books,  in  which  the  mode  of  using  them  b  more 
particularly  pointed  out. 
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ereo  to  the  good  faith  to  be  exercised  towards  her :  so  that  even 
the  declarations  which  she  prescribes  as  tests  of  the  principles  of 

I.  That  in  what  is  said  of  Mr.  Pabner,  I  fell  into  the  same  mistake  with 
nsfed  to  the  declaration  against  TranBabstantiation,  &c.,  that  I  had  committed 
in  speaking  of  Mr.  Froude.  And  2.  That  what  I  haye  just  now  said  of  the 
incoosistency  of  Mr.  Fronde's  views  on  the  Eucharist  and  on  Transubstan- 
tiatioii,  with  the  Articles,  will  apply  to  riiew  that  Mr.  Palmer's  indUfmntUm 
and  QDoertainty  with  respect  to  Transubetantiation  is  inconsistent  with  a 
belief  in  the  trath  of  the  Articles  to  which  he  had  subscribed. 

The  letter  in  which  Mr.  Froude  expresses  his  inability  to  make  no  his  mind 
on  the  point,  whether  the  worshipping  of  saints  and  honouring  the  Vii^in  and 
images,  &c.,  as  practised  among  Roman  Catholics,  is  idolatrous  or  not,  was 
vritten  from  Naples,  Feb.  17^  1833.  In  the  preface,  however,  an  extract  is 
gi>en  from  a  letter,  also  from  Naples,  which  it  b  said  had  not  come  to  hand 
nntil  the  first  volume  was  printed.  The  date  is  not  given,  but  it  is  pre- 
sumed that  it  was  written  after  the  foregoing ;  and  it  appears  that  he  had  then 
come  to  the  conclusion,  that  the  people  were  idolaters  m  the  sense  which  he 
thos  explains : — 

"Since  I  have  been  out  here,  I  have  got  a  worse  notion  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
t^an  I  had.  I  really  do  think  them  idolaters,  though  I  cannot  be  ouite  confident  of 
mjr  mfonnation,  as  it  affects  the  character  of  the  pneets  ....  What  I  mean  by 
csiling  these  people  idolaters,  is,  that  I  believe  they  look  upon  the  saints  and  Virgin 
tt  gCNDd-natux^  people,  that  will  try  to  get  them  off  easier  than  the  Bible  decburas, 
uid  thftt,  as  they  don^  intend  to  comply  with  the  conditions  on  whidi  God  promises  to 
"»«er  payers,  they  pray  to  them  as  a  come-off.  But  this  is  a  generalization  for 
vbich  1  have  not  samcient  data.** 

I  have  felt  it  right  to  quote  this  passage,  thouffh  it  of  course  does  not  weaken 
the  force  of  the  earlier  extract,  for  the  purpose  mr  which  I  brought  it  forward. 
^e  purpose  was  to  shew  how  completely  Mr.  Fronde's  mind  was  dischai^ged 
^y  m  system  from  all  r^ard  to  the  positive  obligations  which  he  had  con- 
^i[&cted  with  his  own  Church,  to  say  nothing  of  the  duties  arising  fedrly  out  of 
^is  position  in  it.  And  this  would  be  sufficiently  evinced  by  ^e  fact,  that  four 
y^rs  after  his  ordination  he  describes  himself,  as  it  appears,  without  scruple  or 
compunction,  as  unable  to  make  up  his  mind  about  the  truth  of  what  he  had  so 
wlemnly  and  repeatedly  declared  that  he  believed  to  be  true.  And  this  fact 
^  the  more  striking,  becauses  he  expresses  this  state  of  indecision,  in  a  letter 
^m  Naples,  written  too  after  he  had  been  in  Sicily,  and  so  after  he  had  had 
^  very  much  stronger  evidence  of  the  truth  of  the  declaration,  than  he  could 
We  had  when  he  made  it  That  his  indecision  afterwards  gave  way  in  any 
iii^asure  to  the  proofs  which  forced  themselves  upon  him,  is  a  tact  which  ought 
to  be  stated,  but  it  leaves  the  use  which  I  made  of  the  other,  undisturbed. 

'Hie  following  deliberate  (as  it  would  seem)  view  of  the  indifferentism  which 
f  Minister  of  our  Church  may  maintain,  on  the  subject  of  Transubstantiation, 
^  a  cuiious  illustration  of  the  oblivion  of  Protestant  declarations,  which 

Catholic  views"  have  a  tendency  to  induce : — 

if  any  one  say  that  the  bread,  after  the  order  of  natore,  does  not  remain,  I  do 
^t  agree  with  him  any  more  than  does  my  Church,  but  I  protest  against  noUiing ; 
'ather  if  we  are  right,  we  reject  and  condemn  the  error,  for  truth  is  superior ;  nay 
^^)  it  seems  to  me  to  be  to  the  individual  who  is  pious  and  believing,  quite  a  second- 
*7  error ;  for  tf  I  go  to  the  altar,  I  do  not  look  for  common  bread,  but  for  that 
°^  which  eometh  nom  heaven,  which  is  the  flesh  of  Jesus  Christ.  It  seems  to  me 
^^  a  question  of  no  moment,  whether  the  natural  substance  remains  or  no  ;  if  it 
^^  I  care  not ;  and  if  it  remain,  yet  I  look  not  for  it ;  I  see  it  not ;  I  see  nothing 
init  the  body  and  blood  of  the  Lord,  after  the  words  of  consecration.** 

This  is  fifom  a  Letter  to  a  Protestant  Catholic^  by  William  Palmer,  M.A., 
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her  ministers,  whatever  be  the  terms  in  which  they  are  conceived, 
are  to  be  made  with  such  reservations  as  this  prior  and  higher  duty 

Fellow  and  Tutor  of  St.  Maiy  Magdalene  CoUep^e,  Oxford ;  and  Deacon  in  the 
Church  of  England.*  I  paas  over  a  good  deal  m  the  extract  which  fumiahed 
matter  for  long  discuasion ;  I  only  remind  my  readers,  that  Mr.  Palmer,  when 
made  a  Deacon  of  the  Church  of  England,  (if  at  no  other  time,)  declared-^ 
solemnly,  and  in  the  presence  of  God,  professed,  testified,  and  declared, — con>- 
ceming  liiia  doctrine,  which  he  now  holds  to  be  quUe  a  iecondary  error,  (if  it 
be  an  error,  which  it  b  ^'  if  we  are  right,")  that  in  the  Sacrament  oi  the 
Lord's  Supper,  "  there  is  not  anv  transubstantiation  of  the  elements  of  bread 
and  wine  into  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ,  at  or  after  the  consecration 
thereof  by  any  person  whatsoever."  And  furthermore,  "  that  the  sacrifice  of 
the  Mass,  as  used  by  the  Church  of  Rome,  is  superstitious  and  idolatrous." 

It  is  plain,  that  if  he  thinks  of  this  very  straitly-framed  declaration  at  all, 
he  must  either  think  that  it  only  declared  his  actual  belief  and  set  no  limits  to 
his  liberty  to  believe  the  very  opposite  the  next  day ;  or  that  it  is  satisfied  by  his 
not  being  sure  that  some  portion  of  the  doctrine  of  transubstantiation  is  true, 
while  he  is  very  sure  that  it  is  of  little  moment  whether  it  is  tme  or  not ;  and 
is  also  firmly  convinced  of  the  truth  of  a  part  of  the  doctrine,  which,  if  it  be 
true,  seems  to  secure  the  sacrifice  of  the  Mass  from  being  idolatrous. 

I  am  tempted  to  add  an  earlier  specimen  of  the  same  style,  which  seems 
curious  enough  to  make  it  worth  transcribing.  It  is  from  a  little  book  pub- 
lished  hy  Ro^er  Boyle,  Dean  of  Cork,  (1665,)  under  the  title  of  Jbiquisitio  in 
fidem  (Jhriatianorum  kt^fus  8€BCuii, 

<^De  ^no  vehemeBtins  litigator,  quam  de  preesentiA  Domini  in  Augustisaimo 
Eucharistise  Sacramento  ?  At  ex  dicta  traditione  maoifestam  est  panem  consecratuixi 
esse  corpus  Domini,  et  vinum  consecratum  ejus  esse  sanguinem.  Grseci,  Latini> 
Pontificii,  Protestantes,  quicunque  sacroaaneto  hoc  saeramento  utuntur,  hunc  et  esse, 
et  semper  fuiase  eodesiaB  univdrsalis  sensum  testantur.    Id  quod  in  litem  trahitur^  est, 

*  I  have  never  seen  ihe  Letter,  bat  take  the  eictraet  from  the  BritiA  Oridc.*  No. 
IiXII.  p.  606. 


>  The  loUawinj;  extract  from  the  same  Letter  may  not  have  iallen  under  his  Lord* 
shijp'B  notice,  as  it  is  no<  given  in  the  BrUiah  Critic  .*— ^ 

^  With  res^t  to  Transubstantiation,  I  hold  that  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christy 
given  and  received  in  the  Holv  Eucharist,  is  a  mystery,  in  the  manner  of  it,  far  too 
peat  for  words  to  express,  and  that  it  were  both  dangerous  and  irreverent  to  attempt 
It,  being  as  it  is  an  object  for  faith  only  to  apprehend.  I  believe  that  the  Bread  and 
Wine  are  changed  by  the  consecration  of  the  Priest  and  the  operation  of  the  Holy 
Ghost,  and  become,  aeoordiag  to  the  truth  of  His  own  words,  the  very  Body  and  thie 
very  Blood  of  our  Lord,  and  are  no  more  to  be  considered  and  oaUed  oread  and  teine, 
but  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ.  On  the  otiier  hand,  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
natural  substances  of  bread  and  wine  are  djsjotned  firom  their  natural  accidents,  nor 
that  the  natural  substances  depart  while  their  accidents  remain :  but  that  both  acci- 
dents and  substances  remain  naturallv  after  consecration  as  before.** — ^pp.  29, 30. 

Surely,  though  but  a  '*  Deacon  in  tne  Church  of  England,**  Mr.  Palmer  ought  to 
be  aware  that  the  elements,  after  eonaeorationj  are  expreuly  called  '^  bread  and  mne^^ 
in  three  eeparate  Httbrice  of  our  Commumon  Service, 

That  the  opinions  expressed  by  Mr.  Palmbr  in  the  foregoing  extracts  are  not 
merely  those  of  a  "2>MC9>fe"  or  "  younger  adherent**  of  the  Tractarian  party,  may  be 
seen  by  comparing  them  with  the  recorded  sentiments  of  Mr.  Newman,  Dr.  Pussy, 
and  Dr.  Hook,  on  the  subject  of  The  Eucbaritt,  in  a  succeeding  chapter. 

Mr.  Palmer's  *' Letter  to  a  Protestant  Catholic,**  is  referred  to  by  Dr.  Pusst^  in  his 
^^  Letter  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,**  p.  88,  where,  speaking  of  the  different 
members  of  their  (so  called)  Party,  he  says,  "  We  were  formed  in  dirorent  ways,  have 
retained  the  chancter  impressed  upon  each,  ....  while  we  hold  the  same 
CkthoHo  (niA«.**— £d. 
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renders  necessary ;  and  the  direct  engaffements  which  he  contracts 
with  her,  however  explicit  and  strict  they  be,  are  only  binding  so 
fiir  as  they  coincide  with  his  notions  at  the  time,  or  his  discoveries 
afterwards,  of  the  principles  of  the  Universal  Church. 

123.  Of  this  most  formidable  effect  of  the  system,  which 
Mr.  Froude^s  Remains  are  intended  to  exhibit  and  recommend,  the 
following  is  a  very  striking  example. 

iSufficiency  of  Holy  Scripture fi^ 

124.  If  there  be  any  fundamental  principle  of  our  Church,  it  is 
the  suFFiciSNCT  OF  HoLY  ScRiPTURE  as  a  Rule  of  Faith.  And  if  there 
be  any  of  her  principles  explicit! v  declared  in  the  Articles,  it  is 
this.  To  those  Articles  all  her  mmisters  subscribe  **  willingly  and 
ex  anitnoP  But  to  take  still  further  security  that  they  agree  with 
her  in  this  fundamental  principle,  she  requires  all  candidates  for 
the  order  of  priesthood  to  declare,  that  they  are  persuaded  of  its 
truth,  and  that  they  have  determined,  by  God^s  grace,  to  regulate 
their  ministry  conformably.  Now^  notwithstanding  all  this,  it 
appears  that  Mr.  Froude  did  not  believe  this  truth.'*'  But  then  it 
is  to  be  remarked,  that,  while  he  regarded  so  lightly  his  positive 
obligations  to  his  own  Church  in  this  matter,  he  shewed  himself 
anxions  to  maintain  his  allegiance  to  the  Catholic  Church,  so  far  as 
he  understood  her  principles.  And,  accordingly,  though  he  rails  at 
this  g^eat  truth,  and  argues  against  it  in  various  ways,  he  professes 
his  readiness  to  believe  it,  if  it  can  be  shewn  that  the  Fathers 
really  taught  it.f    And,  somebody  having  provided  soon  after  what 

An  luBC  pneeentU  ait  per  remotionem  subBtantise  panis,  ant  per  ejns  identificationem 
mtetantia  corporis  Dominiei,  aut  per  repmaentationem  ■aoramentalem,  aut  quo 
UL  mfiiiitis ....--..  .      •^ 


^ Biode  ML  mfiiiitis  ilUa,  q«i  omiupoteiitue  Domiai  propaluU  sunt.     Demum^ 

eonTenit  de  re,  quia  traditur  Chnstum  earn  declaraase ;   (usputatur  de  modo,  quia  a 

Christo  earn,  ant  ab  ApoBtolia  ejus  fuisse  declaratum  {eert^  nobU)  non  traditur. 

Adjidnm  esbempliiM  quod  multomm  instar  fuerit.      TradSUur  dido  wiodo  Eccleaiam 

CbxiBti  esse  ootumnam  yeritatis,  esse  iniiiXUbilein.     Quod,  inquam,  baec  sit  tradUio 

univerwaiiSf  ex  eo  liquet,  quod  omnes  textus  eo  pertinentes  alii  Ecdesise  Romaiua 

largnuitiiry  alii  non  nisi  Ecclesin  nniversali  concedant,  alii  nee  EcclesiiB  i^yersaliy 

Tom  aeeeasariia  ad  salntem.    Istn  autem  distinetiones  quid  sunt,  nisi  effugia  recuaan- 

tinm  mmemmn,  ubi  pudet  disBentiri?    Certe  qui  modos  quieritant,  rem  fkrtentur.    Ae 

nihi  qmdem  in  talibus  hnc  est  regula :    certis  me  submittere  dubiis  non  maledicere. 

CerHta  turn  partem  emueeratum  este  oorptu  dommt :  an  vera  nUutantua  panig  loco  oet- 

mrU,  rdmquiiuf  dubitandem,  i^.  non  emffiiur  tU  erodam^  aut  Ua  e$te,  ata  non  mm. 

If^faiRbUUer  tradUur  eje  oro  Domini,  eccletiam  Chrisii  ette  ir^aUibUem,     Cerhu  ergo 

fMfli  oKquam  eoeletiam  hoe  frui  privUegio  ;  quod  hoc  (qumeunque)  eo  non  Jruatur^  non 

jtsn  eeritUf  cum  cerHtM  eim  eeeietiam  nonnullam  it^alHiiiUaie  frui,  turn  an  wm  hano 

jqummiihti)  [hmo  fquttHheiJ  9]  habeat  ignora.    Cum  tarn  mulUt  nen  rewelarei  domimtis^ 

wmdewio  empere  juetiL^ 

*  In  page  416,  he  speaks  of  his  oorrespondent*s  **  trumpery  principle  about  'Scrip- 
tore  being  the  sole  rule  of  faith  mfundameniaU,^^'*  And  we  have  what  is  intended  as 
a  relntation  of  this  principle,  pp.  417, 418.    See  besides  p.  419.  No.  1  IS. 

i*  '*  As  to  our  controYersies,  you  are  now  taking  firesn  ground,  without  owning,  as 
you  ought,  that  on  our  Hrst  basis  I  dished  you.  Of  course,  if  the  Fathers  maintain 
that  *  nothing  not  deducible  from  Scripture  ought  to  be  insisted  on  as  terms  of 
eommimion,*  X  bare  nothing  more  to  say.**— p.  419. 

•  See  Note  7>  p.  43 Ed. 
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he  regarded  as  a  proof  that  the  early  Church  did  hold  it,  he 
discovers  for  the  first  time,  and  apparently  with  more  surprise  than 
satisfaction,  that  the  Sixth  Article  of  our  Church  admitted  of  a 
valid  defence.*  It  may  be  supposed,  therefore,  that  somewhere 
about  six  years  after  he  had  made  the  subscription  and  declaration 
above  referred  to,  he  did  believe  this  Article.  But  if  he  did,  it  was 
certainly  but  for  a  short  time.  In  two  months  he  relapsed  into 
his  former  disbelief  of  it.f  And  as  this  was  within  a  very  short 
period  of  his  death,  it  is  unlikely  that  he  changed  again  upon  the 
point. 

125.  Now  it  is  very  plain  that,  in  whatever  way  the  "Catholic 
views''  of  which  Mr.  Froude  is  the  chosen  witness,  dispensed  with 
his  belief  in  this  fundamental  principle  of  the  Church,  to  which  he 
was  so  solemnly  pledged,  they  might  enjoin  and  justify  disbelief  in 
any  other.  There  is  no  other,  in  fact,  on  which  the  Church  has 
more  distinctly  declared  herself ;  and  none  whatsoever  upon  which 
she  has  taken  the  same  pains  to  secure  the  accordance  of  her 
ministers  with  her.  This  instance  is,  therefore,  of  peculiar  impor- 
tance, in  illustrating  the  practical  working  of  the  views  of  which 
he  is  the  representative  And  it  is  to  be  remembered,  that  this 
practical  application  of  "  Catholic  views''  to  the  obligations  under 
which  the  ministers  of  our  Church  lie,  was  made  by  one  who  is  put 
forward  as  understanding  them  thoroughly,  and  acting  uncom- 
promisingly upon  them.  I  will  not  attempt  to  speculate  upon  the 
effects  of  such  views  upon  the  sacredness  of  the  engagements  of 
private  life ;  but  it  seems  very  plain,  that  they  deprive  the  most 
solemn  engagements,  which  those  who  hold  them  contract  with 
their  own  Church,  of  all  force  and  value.  It  would  seem  clearly 
from  the  example  just  given,  that  there  are  no  declarations  which 
can  be  framed  of  belief  in  a  doctrine — however  explicit  and  un- 
reserved they  be,  and  however  voluntarily  they  be  made  by  one 
who  holds  what  are  called  "  Catholic  views" — which  will  give  any 
absolute  security  that  he  believes  the  doctrine.  His  belief  of  it 
will,  after  all,  be  contingent  upon  his  being  able  to  make  out  for 
himself,  or  by  the  aid  of  some  one  else,  that  it  was  held  by  the 
Catholic  Church.  That  his  own  Church  holds  it,  is  nothing  :  that 
she  has  embodied  it  in  her  Articles,  is  nothing :    it  is  nothing, 

•<*....  The  fleoond  part  of  ....  has  opened  a  new  lisht  to  me  ;  j.  e. 
as  to  the  view  of  the  earfy  Church,  about  Scripture  being  the  Rule  of  Fiuth :  how  odd 
that  writers  on  our  Artides,  when  they  had  such  strong  ground  to  stand  on,  should 
have  ensconced  themselves  behind  rationalist  ^  priori  arguments  and  illogical  perversions 
oftexts."— p.421. 

•f-  This  is  expressed  in  the  following  characteristic  passage,  which  seems  well  oon- 
eeived  to  intimate,  at  the  same  time,  tne  respect  in  which  he  held  the  Articles  of  the 
Church: — ^^'I  have  been  thinking  over  and  over  again,  N/s  argument  from  the 
Fathers,  that  Tradition,  in  order  to  be  authoritative,  must  be  in  form  interpretative, 
and  can  get  no  further  than  that  it  is  a  convement  reason  for  tolerating  the  (I  forget 
which)  Article."— p.  423.  Between  ''for**  and  ''tolerating,**  his  Editor  interposes 
"  [the  Churches],**  but  there  appears  no  reason  for  the  insertion,  except  that  it  softens 
the  sentiment  a  little. 
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even,  that  he  himself  has  solemnly  and  publicly  declared  that  he 
belieres  it,  and  solemnly  and  publicly  promised  that  all  his 
teaching  shall  be  in  accordance  with  it.  He  may  still  disbelieve  it, 
argue  against  it,  ridicule  it ;  unless,  in  addition  to  all  this,  it  can 
be  proyed  to  his  satisfaction  that  "  the  Fathers  maintain^  it  too. 
Bm  i$  a  matt  ifhstruetive  imtance  of  the  fruits  of  what  are  called 
^CathoKe  vietes^ — one  indeed^  which^  when  the  whole  ease  is  eon- 
tidered^  seems  dearly  to  shew  that  it  is  vain  for  the  Church  to  devise  any 
deckratians^  or  any  engagements^  in  the  hope  of  binding  men  of  theprin- 
^fh  of  which  Mr.  Froude  is  made  the  witness  and  representative.^ 

[Froudis  Remains^  Second  Series^  1839.] 
126.  I  shall  now  resume  the  history,  from  which  this  opportunity 
of  throwing  light  upon  the  principles  of  the  movement^  has  led  us 
awaj.  Nothing  could  be  more  distinct,  as  we  have  seen,  than  the 
varoiog  to  all  its  supporters,  that  in  these  volumes  they  had  an 
aathentic  declaration  of  its  objects  and  tendencies.  But  there 
vere  not  a  few,  as  I  have  said,  upon  whom  the  warning  was  lost. 
They  seemed  resolved  not  to  allow  the  authors  of  the  Tracts  to 
connect  Mr.  Froude^s  extravagances  with  their  useful  labours.  An 
indiscretion  was,  no  doubt,  committed  in  publishing  a  book  which 
coDtaiDed  so  much  that  was  calculated  to  alarm  the  timid,  and, 
Uideed,  to  give  just  offence  to  all  sober-minded  persons.  It  could 
not  be  too  much  lamented.  But  men  are  often  led  into  such  indis- 
cretions by  the  partialities  of  friendship ;  and  nothing  more  than 
tbe  allowances  which  are  generally  made  upon  such  occasions  was 
needed,  to  shield  Mr.  Fronde's  friends  from  the  imputation  of  any- 
tning  beyond  a  general  community  of  sentiment  with  that  very 
^h  and  intemperate  young  man.  Such  was  the  language  which 
^as  constantly  heard  from  some  who  strongly  disapproved  of  this 
PnblicatioD,  but  who  were  anxious  to  to  extend  those  who  had  given 
J^  to  the  world  a  kind  of  protection,  which  they  seemed  deter- 
ttJined  to  repudiate. 

1^7.  Id  a  year  after  the  publication  of  the  selection  from 
Mr.  Froade's  Remains,  which  excited  so  much  discussion,  another 
flection  of  about  equal  extent  appeared,  by  the  same  editors.  And 
^Q  the  Introduction  to  the  new  Series,  they  very  decidedly  decline 
^nis  interposition  of  their  friends,  though  not  unaware  of  the  risk 
that  they  were  thereby  running  of  offending  and  alienating  them. 
^0  thug  persisting  in  the  step  which  had  given  such  offence,  they 
^^preaent  themselves  as  "  not  wilfully  slighting  any  man'^s  scruples 
^r  remonstrances,  but  still  thinking  that  the  cause  of  the  Church, 
^;"ich  is  paramount  to  every  thing,  leaves  them  not  at  liberty, 
either  to  withdraw  any  important  portion  of  what  has  been  made 
Public,  or  to  suppress  what  remains.''**    And  they  proceed  to  review 

•  Preface  to  Part  II.,  vol  i..  p.  4. 
^  The  UtUie*  in  this  passage  are  not  his  Lordship's. — Ed. 
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eyerything  in  the  former  part  which  startled  and  offended  so  man  j, 
and  to  vindicate  all — all  that  was  said  of  the  Reformation  and  of 
the  Reformers,  and  of  the  Established  Church,  and  of  her  Liturgy 
— ^upon  the  ''  Catholic  principles'^  which  the  Tracts  were  intended 
to  teach  and  to  maintain :  so  as  to  convey  very  clearly,  to  those 
who  professed  to  make  a  distinction  between  the  views  and  prin- 
ciples of  the  authors  of  the  Tracts,  and  those  of  Mr.  Froude, — ^to 
approve  of  the  former,  while  they  condemned  the  latter, — that  they 
apprehended  but  imperfectly  what  they  admired.  For  it  appeared, 
by  the  testimony  of  those  who  ought  to  know,  that  the  true  and 
only  difference  between  him  and  the  other  members  of  his  party, 
was,  that  he  saw  sooner,  and  still  more,  that  he  followed  out  more 
boldly,  the  real  consequences  of  the  principles,  which  both  he  and 
they  held.  And  they  add,  that  every  day  was  bearing  testimony  to 
the  correctness  of  his  anticipations ;  and  that,  the  more  closely  [that] 
what  was  felt  to  be  bold,  or  harsh,  or  eccentric  in  his  sentiments,  was 
examined,  the  more  would  it  be  found  to  be  the  result  of  a  fair  and 
uncompromising  application  of  Catholic  principles  to  the  circum- 
stances with  which  he  had  to  deal, — only  what  we  might  expect  to 
discover  when  ''the  great  principle  of  Catholicism,  Quod  sender, 
quod  ubique^  quod  ab  omnibus^  had  once  rooted  itself  in  the  mind  of 
a  person  thus  determined  not  to  fliDch  from  results  \^  ''  in  a  true, 
courageous,  and  consistent  follower  of  the  ancients  C"  in  a  mind 
"  thoroughly  uncompromising  in  its  Catholicity.^* 

128.  One  of  the  evidences  of  this  author''s  sagacity,  which  is 
dwelt  upon  in  the  Preface,  is  the  way  in  which  events  were 
bringing  about  an  unlooked-for  conformity  with,  or,  at  least, 
tolerance  of,  his  strongest  opinions,  "  so  that,''  (they  say)  "  already 
many  things,  which  sounded  paradoxical  and  over  bold  when  he 
first  uttered  them,  may  he  'oentured  on  with  hope  of  a  reasonable 
degree  of  acceptance.'*-(-  His  slower,  or  more  prudent  brethren, 
were  certainly  taking  full  advantage  of  this  change  in  public 
feeling,  which,  though  they  make  no  boast  of  it,  they  had  done  so 
much  to  bring  about. 

[Tra^  86.^1 

Of  the  Tracts  published  at  this  time,  the  only  one  which  I  can 
find  time  to  mention  here  is,  ''  On  the  indications  of  a  superintend- 
ing providence  in  the  preservation  of  the  prayer-book^  and  in  the 

•  Preface,  pp.  xL  xiiL  xv.  f  Page  7. 


«  The  Rey.  Isaac  Williams,  B.D.,  late  Fellow  and  Tutor  of  Trinity  College,  haa 
pnblicly  arowed  himself  the  author  of  this  Tract,  as  well  as  of  the  Tracts  on  JReterve, 

I  have  elsewhere  attempted,  by  internal  evidence,  to  trace  to  the  same  source  the 
Tract  "  On  the  Roman  Breviary y"^  (No.  76),  and  the  Editorship  of  the  ** Horm  Canon- 
i(UBy  a  translation  from  the  Daily  Hours  of  the  Roman  Breviary,"  put  forth  as  '^  a  little 
manual  of  devotion**  for  the  private  use  of  the  members  of  oar  Church.  Vide  '*  Hone 
Canonicae:  a  Second  Letter  to  the  Rev.  E.  B.  Pusey,  D.D. ;'»  and  "  The  Tracts  for  the 
Times  continued:  a  Letter  to  the  Hon.  and  Bight  Rev.  the  Biahop  of  Oxford.** Eo. 


THE  PABTT   ADVANCE   IN   BOLDNB88.  79 

changes  which  it  has  ttnderffone.*    The  object  of  tUs  Tract  is  to 
shew,  that,  haviog  been  reduced  at  the  Beformation  to  '^  a  low  and 

[Tract  89.] 

*  Another  of  the  Tracts  of  thia  period  was  the  second  on  Beservey  npon 
viiidi  I  haye  already  spoken. 

Another  (No.  89,)  On  the  Mysticism  attributed  to  the  Early  FoAers  of  the 
Cka-chy  would  well  deserve  detailed  notice  on  many  grounds.  X  can  onl v,  ho w- 
erer,  mention  it  slightly,  for  the  proof  which  it  gave  of  the  advance  of  tne  party 
la  boldness.  It  contains  a  vindication  of  not  a  few  of  the  interpretations  of  the 
Fathers,  which  had  been  generally  given  up  as  indefensible,  and  which,  at  an 
«ulier  stage  of  their  course,  had  been  put  from  them  by  those  writers,  as 
having  no  connexion  with  their  principles  that  obliged  them  to  undertake  the 
defence  of  them.  But  it  would  appear  that  they  had  arrived  at  the  perception 
that  the  maintenance  of  them  was  really  involved  in  their  principles  concern- 
fflg  Tradition,  or  perhaps  that  it  was  one  of  the  things  which  miaht  now  be 
^oKfyared  on  with  a  reasonable  hope  of  euxeptance ;  and  accordingly,  they  are 
iD&mtained  upon  principles  which  seem  to  leave  us  no  grounds  for  rejecting  or 
•doptmg  interpretations  of  Holv  Writ,  except  the  authority  of  the  Fathers. 
It  appears  to  be  intended,  that  n>r  aught  we  icnow,  any  interpretation  of  any 
P*wge  may  be  the  true  one :  it  certainly  is  so  if  it  be  the  interpretation 
which  was  given  to  the  Church  by  the  Apostles :  and  finally,  that  it  is  to  be 
round  in  any  early  Father,  is  better  evidence  to  us  of  its  Apostolicity,  than  we 
cin  have  irom  reason  exercised  upon  Scripture,  of  its  unsoundness. 

[Tract  85.] 

But  the  Tract  at  this  period,  which  is  most  remsrkable  for  the  reckless 
DoldnesB  which  it  exhibits, — the  determination  to  maintain  the  views  of  the 
^hool  in  all  their  consequences,  and  to  recommend  them  at  all  hazards, — ^is 
0^  entided  Lectures  on  the  Scripture  Proof  of  the  Doctrines  of  the  Churchy 
(^0. 85).  As  a  set-off  against  the  objection  which  is  often  uiged  (they  say) 
Bgainst  the  system  which  thev  have  been  maintaining,  that  it  has  but  scanty 
^idenoe  in  Scripture,  we  have  a  laboured  extenuation  of  the  Scripture- 
^Yidence  for  the  fundamental  truths  which  we  believe,  and  an  array  of  all  the 
difficnlties,  external  and  internal,  which  affect  the  proof  of  the  canon  of  Scrip- 
^^  and  of  the  apparent  errors  and  contradictions  which  are  to  be  found 
Jhronghout  the  canonical  Scriptures.  All  of  these  are  pressed,  by  the  writer 
^  the  Tract,  in  ample  detail,  and  in  the  tone  of  a  Rationalist  commentator, 
JJ  a  Beirtical  objector,  with  the  full  foresight  of  the  peril  incurred  of  unsettling 
jhe  faith  of  some  in  certain  and  vital  truths,  by  attempting  in  this  wsjjr  to 
force  npon  their  belief  the  debated  principles  of  nis  party.  The  train  of  re- 
sections  by  which  he  defends  himseu  for  taking  this  desperate  course,  and,  as 
u  would  seem,  stifles  in  his  own  mind,  some  rising  mi^ivings  of  its  lawfulness, 
^  ▼«ry  cnrious. 

,  J* »,  then,  what  is  oommonly  called  '  a  kill  or  cure'  remedy.  Certainly  it  is  better 
kiM  "'^^i'tent  than  consistently  wrong, — to  hold  some  truth  amid  eiror,  than  to 

><l  nothing  bat  error,--.to  believe  than  to  doubt  Yet,  when  I  shew  a  man  ^at  he  is 
troii??^^  I  make  bim  decide  whether  of  the  two  he  loves  better^the  portion  of 
aSuL  "^'^y  holde,  or  the  portion  of  error.  If  he  loves  the  truth  better,  he  will 
oandoQ  the  eiror ;  if  the  error,  he  will  abandon  the  truth.  And  this  is  a  fearful  and 
^'ttioiiB  trial  to  put  him  under,  and  one  cannot  but  feel  loth  to  have  recourse  to  it. 
^^'  '  •  .  Yet,  all  things  considered,  I  think  it  only  avails  to  the  cautious  use,  not 
^  .^^donment,  of  the  argument  in  question.  For  it  is  our  plain  duty  to  preach  and 
luU?  ^  ^"'^  ^  ^  straightforward  way.  Those  who  are  to  stumble  must  stumble, 
^^  than  the  heirs  of  ppraoe  should  not  hear.  While  we  offend  and  alienate  one 
j^f  ^e  9eeare  another :  if  we  drive  one  man  further  the  wrong  way>  we  drive  another 

'*"«'  the  right  way.    The  cause  of  truth,  the  heavenly  company  of  saints,  gains,  on 
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decayed  state,^  "  shorn  and  left  bare  of  much  that  is  valuable,**'  and 
*'  in  a  degraded  condition/^ — "  in  a  state  of  captivity,""  of  "  ser- 
vitude,^— the  providence  of  God  has  been  exercised  in  adapting 
our  ritual  to  our  position ;  and  that  it  is  hence  that  it  is  charac- 
terized by  a  tone  of  sadness  and  hnmiliation,  by  ''  the  languac^e  of 
those  who  have  fallen  away  from  the  richer  inheritance  and  the 
privileges  of  sons.^  And  so  we  have  dropped  the  words  and  the 
observances  which  belonged  to  a  higher  state.  For  example,  to 
pray  for  the  dead  who  are  in  a  state  of  comparative  blessedness,  is 
"  the  privilege  of  saints,  rather  than  the  office  of  servants.*"  We 
omit  such  prayers,  "  as  disunited  from  the  pure  communion  of  those 
departed  saints  who  are  now  with  Christ,  as  if  scarce  worthy  to 
profess  ourselves  one  of  them.**"  Again  :  we  omit  anointing  at 
Baptism  and  Confirmation.  And  when  we  consider  how  likely 
this  is  to  have  been  a  Divine  institution,  (for  whatever  custom  is 
primitive,  is  almost  certainly  apostolical ;  and  it  can  hardly  be 
supposed  that  the  Apostles  would  have  invented  anything  of  a 
sacramental  nature  of  themselves,)  and  likewise  its  typical  use 
applied  to  prophets,  priests,  and  kings,  ^*  surely  no  one  can  say  the 
greatness  of  the  gifts  here  withdrawn  ;  how  much  we  have  thereby 
fallen  from  the  high  appellations  of  "  a  royal  priesthood,  a  holy 
nation,  a  peculiar  people.  I  add  but  one  more  instance,  out  of  a 
great  number. 

<(  In  speaking  of  the  rubric,  the  substitution  of  the  term,  ^  ttible^'  ^holy  tabled 
and  in  tne  Scotoh,  of  *  GotTsboardl  for  that  of  ^  altar*  which  is  in  EM  ward's 
first  book  (as  well  as  ^  Croda  board^)  is  a  strong  instance  of  this  our  judicial 
humiliation.  For  what  is  it  but  to  say,  that  the  higher  mysteries  which  this 
word  ^€dtar'  represents  are, — not  taken  away  from  us  (fi^  yivovro) — but 
partially  withdrawn  from  view ;  and  doubtless,  therefore,  lost  to  many  who 
consider  not  the  Lord's  body."  * 

1 29.  A  great  deal  more  might  be  given  in  the  same  strain.  But  this 

the  whole,  more  in  the  one  way  than  the  other.  A  wavering  or  shallow  mind  does, 
perhaps,  as  much  harm  to  others  as  a  mind  consistent  in  error ;  nay,  is  in  no  very 
much  better  state  itself ;  for  \f  it  ha*  not  developed  into  eysiemoHo  ecejOtdem  merely 
hecaute  it  has  not  had  the  temptation^  itt  present  eonecientioutnest  is  not  teorth  much.^* 

Though  all  thb  may  seem  in  a  tone  of  hopeless  hardihood,  it  discloses  some 
natural  compunctions  at  the  contemplation  of  the  course  to  which  the  author 
is  making  himself  up.  And  as  this  last  sentiment  is  at  such  open  variance 
with  the  principles  on  which  we  are  desired  to  pray  that  we  enter  not  into 
temptation^  one  may  hope  that  the  daily  petition  which  He  who  knew  what 
was  in  man,  has  prescribed  to  us,  may,  some  time  or  other,  as  it  passes  from 
the  writei^s  lips,  be  made  to  make  him  feel  what  manner  of  spirit  he  is  of. 

*  Now  I  Bopposey  to  say  no  more,  if  what  the  author  had  to  account  for  were  the 
substitution  of  Altar  for  Tattle^  or  for  Oo^s  board,  every  one  sees  how  much  easier  it 

would  be  for  him  to  fiud  in  the  change,  ii  strong  instance  ((f  our  judicial  humiliaiionf 

and  that  we  should  have  heard  of  our  ceasing  to  be  sons, — renouncing  the  filial 
privilege  of  coming  to  the  table  of  our  father, — not  venturing  to  appropriate  to  our- 
selves any  longer  the  blessedness  of  those  to  whom  Christ  ooudescends  to  promise  that 
he  will  eome  in  and  sup  with  them,  and  they  with  him  ;  and  a  great  deal  to  .the  same 
purpose. 
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is  eBOQgh  to  shew  how  steadily  the  desigfn  was  followed  np,  of 
disparaging  the  Church,  and  lowering  it  in  the  eyes  of  its  members. 
130.  All  this  while  the  controversy  was  carried  on  with  in- 
creasiog  activity.  And  though  it  brought  out,  in  some  quarters, 
partial  apologies  and  qualifications,  in  others  it  served  to  educe 
stiD  dearer  and  stronger  declarations  of  the  views  of  the  School. 
There  were  other  demonstrations  of  the  same  kind,  which  were,  it 
naj  be  supposed,  forced  out  by  the  ardour  of  some  younger  fol- 
loven,  who  pressed  for  the  consequences  of  principles  before  the 
time.  And  writers  on  the  opposite  side  had  been  gradually  bring- 
ing before  almost  all  readers  a  great  deal  of  what  the  Tracts  and 
otber  publications,  in  endless  variety,  had  been  doing,  to  unsettle 
tbe  principles  of  the  members  of  our  Church,  to  depreciate  the 
^vantages  of  her  communion,  to  detach  the  affections  and  respect 
of  her  members  from  her,  and  transfer  them  to  a  vague  and  shifting 
notioQ  of  the  Church  Catholic, — which  was  sure,  in  most  minds,  to 
fiod  its  permanent  representation  in  the  Romish  Church  before 
their  eyes. 

[PiMicatian  of  Tract  90.— March,  1841.] 

131.  While  many  thinking  and  honest  minds  were  vainly  per- 
plexed with  the  question,  how  men  who  entertained  such  principles 
^d  feelings,  and  who  so  laboured  to  propagate  them,  could  remain 
n;ini8ter8  of  the  Church  of  England,  a  startling  solution  of  the 
difficulty  appeared  in  a  Tract  for  the  Times,  which,  in  some 
J^^pects,  went  beyond  all  that  had  gone  before  it.  It  was  pro- 
fessedly a  proof,  that  though  the  Articles  were  the  offspring  of  an 
'"Jcatbolic  age,  and  conceived  in  a  Protestant  tone,  they  yet 
^mitted  a  Catholic  interpretation,  and  miffht  consequently  be 
^gned  by^  those  who  held  "  Catholic  views^  This  was  the  pro- 
fessed object  of  the  Tract.  What  the  practical  meaning  of 
^Catbolic  views,*^  as  professed  and  maintained  by  the  school  to 
^hich  the  author  belonged,  was,  ought  to  have  ceased  to  be  matter 
of  doubt  long  before  this  publication.  In  fact,  from  the  time  that, 
^n  their  vocabulary,  Protestant  became  synonymous  with  Anti- 
^^'"Arfic,  it  ought  to  have  been  veiy  clear  that  Catholic  could  not 
^ery  materially  differ  from  BanumJ  But  if  any  doubt  had  rested 
^pon  this  point,  the  way  in  whic'Ethe  writer  of  this  Tract  chooses 
to  prove  that  the  Articles  may  be  subscribed  by  men  of  "  Catholic 
^^^^,  ^**  ^®H  fitted  to  take  it  away :  for  the  mode  of  proof 
^hich  is  adopted  for  the  most  part  is,  by  shewing  that  there  is,  in 
^^1  no  irreconcilable  opposition  between  the  Thirty-nine  Articles, 
?Dd  the  leading  principles  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  as  promulgated 
^  «e  Decrees  and  Canons  of  the  Council  of  Trent ! 
.  132.  This,  in  itself,  would  be  enough  to  give  any  one  acquainted 
jn  any  measure  with  the  true  state  of  the  case,  some  conception  of 
^ne  character  of  the  publication.  Nothing  letter ^  in  fact^  as  all 
^^'^  penom  mutt  wM  know^  than  eophistry  and  evasion,  could  be 
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brouffht  in  support  of  mch  a  them.  And  certainly  bath  are  employed 
in  the  Tract,  in  as  ample  measure  as  any  one  could  be  disposed  to 
anticipate? 

133.  Not  to  advert  to  any  of  the  less  direct  difiiculties  which  are 
thrown  in  the  way  of  such  an  undertaking  by  those  Articles,  of 
which  the  bearing  on  the  principles  of  the  Uhurch  of  Borne,  might 
be  matter  of  argument  and  inference, — some  of  them  seem  to  offer 
an  insarmountable  obstacle  to  the  attempt,  by  denouncing  explicitly 
the  Bomish  Doctrine  upon  certain  important  points.  The  mode 
taken  with  respect  to  such  cases  is  to  distinguish  between  the 
doctrine  condemned  as  Bomish  in  the  Articles,  and  that  which  was 
established  as  Romish  by  the  Tridentine  Decrees.  And  the  writer 
lays  down,  as  the  groundwork  of  the  distinction,  that  the  Articles 
cannot  have  been  directed  against  those  Decrees,  for  they  were 
written  before  the  Decrees.  Waiving  the  inquiry  how  far  this  is 
true  in  point  of  fact,'^  it  would  not  seem  to  be  of  much  importance 

*  The  fact  is  (as  was  very  soon  pointed  out^  that  when  the  Convocation  of  1 562, 
hy  which  our  Articles  were  brought  to  their  present  form,  first  met,  two-and- 
twenty  of  the  five-and-twenty  sessions  of  the  Council  of  Trent  were  over,  and 
the  decrees  passed  at  them  known  throughout  Europe.  Of  the  three  held 
after  the  Convocation,  the  twenty- third  contains  the  doctrine  of  the  Church  of 
Rome  upon  the  Sacrament  of  Holy  Orders;  the  twenty-fourth  upon  Matri- 
mony ;  and  the  twenty-fifth,  upon  Pui^torv,  upon  the  Invocation  and  Wor- 
shipping of  Saints,  and  upon  Kelics,  and  Indulgences,  and  Images.  And  it  is 
in  speaking  upon  Article  XXII.,  which  condemns  ^'  Uie  Romish  Doctrine  con- 
cerning purgatory,  pardons,  worshipping  and  adoration,  as  well  of  images  as  of 
relics,  and  also  invocation  of  saints,"  uiat  this  chronological  point  is  made : 
*•*•  And  further,  bv  the  Romish  Doctrine  is  not  meant  the  Tridentine  [state- 
ment, 2nd  EdJ]  because  this  Article  was  drawn  up  before  the  Decree  of  the 
Council  of  Trent." — p.  24.  This  happens  to  be  literally  true,  as  we  have  seen 
with  respect  to  this  particular  Decree ;  but  it  was  not  the  author^s  intention  so 
to  limit  nis  statement,  as  appears  by  his  letter  to  Dr.  Jelf ;  for  he  says,  with 
reference  to  the  letter  of  "  the  Four  Tutors,***  "  I  only  say  that,  whereas  they 
[the  Thirty-nine  Articles]  were  written  before  the  Decrees  of  Trent,  they  were 
not  directed  affainst  those  Decrees." — ^p.4.  Again,  ^4t  is  t^fact  that  our  Articles 
were  written  before  those  Decrees,  and  therefore  are  levelled,  not  against  them, 
but  against  the  authoritative  teaching.'' — ^p.  13.  Aeain,  ^'but  the  Decrees  of 
Trent  were  drawn  up  after  the  Articles.* — p.  17.  It  was  necessary,  therefore, 
to  remind  the  readers  of  the  Tract,  that  whatever  be  the  value  of  tne  point,  it 
only  applies  to  the  last  three  sessions.  And  this,  as  I  said,  was  done  by 
Mr.  M'iIson,5  one  of  "  the  Four  Tutors,**  at  once,  and  subsequently  by  others. 
It  is  with  the  last  of  these  sessions  onlv  that  we  are  particularly  concerned. 
And  even  with  respect  to  it,  it  might  be  remarked,  that  the  Doctrine  of  the 
Church,  upon  one  weighty  Article  in  it,  Puigatory,  is  laid  down  in  the  canons 
of  two  of  the  sessions  which  preceded  the  Convocation,  the  6th  and  22nd. 
And*  something  in  the  same  way  might  be  said,  in  abatement  of  the  force  of 
the  point,  as  applied  to  some  other  of  its  Articles.  But  the  answer  of  most 
importance  is  that  which  applies  to  all,  and  which  is  given  in  the  Chaige, 


'  The  iialiet  are  not  his  Lordship's. — Ed.  ♦  See  Appendix  A. Ed. 

<  Letter  to  the  Rey.  T.  T.  Churton,  M.  A.,  Fellow  and  Tutor  of  Brasenoee  College. 
i^Ed. 
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to  the  qaestion.  For  even  if  the  Articles  do  not  refer  to  the 
Decrees,  yet  if  both  refer  to  the  same  thing, — if  the  former  are 
intended  to  condemn  what  the  latter  were  intended  to  establish,  it 
voald  seem  enough.  And  that  this,  at  least,  is  the  case,  woald 
not  appear  to  ad[mit  of  any  reasonable  doabt.  For,  when  it  is 
considered  who  were  the  framers  of  our  Articles,  it  must  be  seen, 
t&at  if  there  were  a  Doctrine  of  the  Romish  Church,  at  the  time, 
upon  any  of  the  points  treated  of  by  the  Convocation,  it  can  hardly 
be  supposed  to  have  been  otherwise  than  perfectly  known  to  them. 
So  that  what  they  condemn,  under  the  name  of  the  Bomish 
Doctrine,  was  nndoubtedly,  one  would  say,  the  Doctrine  of  the 
Ghnrch  of  Rome.  And,  on  the  other  hand,  it  would  seem  to  be 
JQ8t  as  little  to  be  doubted,  that  the  purpose  and  the  effect  of  the 
Decrees  of  the  Council,  were,  not  to  alter  the  Doctrine  of  the 
Chnrch,  but  to  establish  it. 

134.  It  would  seem,  that  neither  of  these  points  could  fairly  be 
feputed.  In  the  Tract,  however,  without  openly  disputing  them, 
donbts  are  thrown  upon  both.  And,  before  I  consider  what  is  said 
for  that  purpose,  I  may  remind  you,  that,  even  if  it  were  success- 
H  still  there  is  another  way  of  establishing  the  opposition  between 
tke  Articles  and  the  Decrees,  which  seems  open  to  no  doubt.  No 
one  who  is  acquainted  with  the  Tridentine  Canons  and  Decrees, 
c^n  donbt  that  they  are  directed  against  the  Protestant  Doctrine^ 
'^pon  the  various  controverted  points  on  which  they  treat.  If  ever 
they  leave  it  doubtful  what  it  is  which  they  mean  to  establish  as 
tie  doctrine  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  they  take  all  due  pains  to 
JDake  it  very  clear  what  is  the  doctrine  which  they  mean  to  oppose 
jni  overthrow.  They  state  distinctly  (however  very  often  un- 
^'rfj)  the  various  points  in  which  the  Protestant  Doctrine  is 
apposed  to  the  Doctrine  of  Rome ;  and  they  distinctly  condemn 
^nd  anathematize  it  in  every  particular.  And  though  sometimes 
tnis  Doctrine  is  disfigured  in  their  enunciations  of  it,  it  retains 
enough  of  its  substance,  and  of  its  shape  too,  to  identify  it,  beyond 
^^7  donbt,  with  the  Protestant  Doctrine  which  our  Articles  are 
"^tended  to  set  forth.  So  that  here  is  the  opposition  between  the 
Articles  and  the  Decrees  unquestionably  established.  It  is,  there- 
lore,  not  as  a  matter  of  necessity,  but  as  a  matter  of  interest,  and 
JJ  fiirther  exhibiting  the  character  of  this  extraordinary  Tract, 
M  I  giye  jQn  ^he  trouble  of  considering  the  attempt  which  it 
^•tes  to  throw  doubts  upon  the  fact,  that  what  the  Articles 
^ndemn  as  Romish  Doctrine,  is  the  very  doctrine  which  the 
decrees  were  intended  to  establish. 

^35.  It  ig  not  denied,  that,  when  the  Reformers  in  the  Articles 
^odemned  the  Romish  Doctrine,  they  perfectly  knew  what  the 

t^n^^  ^hey  were  framed  at  the  time  to  affirm  the  authoritative  teaching  of 
itb  p"^^      Rome,  and  to  condemn  what  had  been  taught  in  opposition  to 

^^^  "i^testanta,  and  that  they  have  been  received  ever  since,  by  friends  and 
M  having  attained  their  object. 

o2 
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Doctrine  of  the  Church  of  Rome  was ;  nor,  on  the  other  hand,  is  it 
expressly  asserted  that  the  Council  of  Trent  did  not  intend  to 
establish  that  Doctrine.  But  both  points  are  dealt  with  in  this 
way.  It  is  laid  down,  on  the  one  hand,  that  "  what  is  opposed  [in 
the  Articles]  is  the  received  Doctrine  of  the  day,  and,  unhappily,  of 
this  day  too,  or  the  Doctrine  of  the  Bomish  schookT*  And  it  is 
asserted  or  acknowledged,  that  this  Doctrine  of  the  Bomish  schools 
is  rightly  considered  ^^  the  authoritative  teaching  of  the  Church  of 
Rome.^  But  then,  in  discussing  details,  it  is  attempted  to  be 
shewn,  that  what  the  Articles  have  in  view,  is  some  of  the  grosser 
errors  of  the  popular  creed,  or  the  more  flagrant  abuses  of  the 
popular  practice.  And  it  is  maintained,  on  the  other  hand,  that 
the  errors  of  the  Scholastic  Doctrine  are  not  established  by  the 
Decrees,  and  that  the  abuses  of  the  popular  practice  are  at  times 
condemned  and  discountenanced  by  them ;  so  that  the  Articles 
*'  gain  a  witness  and  concurrence  from  the  Council  of  Trent.*" 

136.  Now,  that  there  was  any  thing  which  could  bear  the  name 
of  the  authoritative  teaching  of  the  Church  of  Borne,  at  the  time  of 
the  Council  of  Trent,  which  was  not  established  by  its  Decrees, 
was  a  very  new  view  of  the  effects  of  the  Council,  both  to 
Protestants  and  Roman  Catholics.  No  one,  it  is  true,  could  read 
the  Decrees,  without  seeing  that  they  were  very  artfiilly  framed, 
to  avoid  an  open  patronage  of  whatever  had  brought  most  scandal 
upon  the  Church  ;  but,  then,  it  seemed  equally  apparent,  that  they 
were  framed  with  a  full  determination  to  retain  the  substance  of 
the  errors  in  principle,  which  were  the  root  and  spring  of  all  that 
was  offensive  in  her  practice.  Hitherto,  few  seemed  to  doubt  that 
they  had  fully  succeeded.  And  by  none  had  this  view  of  the  effect 
of  the  Council  been  expressed  more  decidedly,  or  more  strongly, 
than  by  the  authors  of  the  Tracts ;  so  that  it  would  be  hard  to 
produce,  from  any  other  source,  more  explicit  and  pointed  contra- 
dictions of  this  novel  representation  of  the  Tridentine  Decrees.* 

137.  Their  special  charge,  indeed,  against  the  Council  of  Trent, 
had  been,  that  it  fixed  upon  the  Church,  as  its  unalterable  Doctrine, 
what,  up  to  the  time,  only  existed  in  such  a  shape  as  would  allow 
of  its  being  got  rid  of.     It  was  the  discovering  that  this  was  the 

*  A  number  of  extracts  from  the  Tracts,  and  from  the  other  writinBS  of  their  chief 
authors,  are  appended  to  Dr.  Pusey^s  Letter  to  the  Bishop  of  Oxford,  with  a  view  of 
clearing  the  party  of  the  imputation  of  a  leaning  to  Rome.  Amongst  these  passaees, 
are  several  from  Mr.  Newman*8  works,  one  of  which  is  as  follows : — '*  The  Conncfl  of 
Trent  did,  as  regards  Roman  errors,  what,  for  all  we  know,  though  God  forbid,  acme 
future  synod  of  the  English  Church  may  do,  as  regards  Protestant  errors^—take  them 
into  her  system,  make  them  terms  of  communion,  bind  upon  her  hitherto-  favoured 
sons  their  pieyous  chain.  And  wliat  that  unhappy  council  did  for  Rome,  that  does 
every  one  m  his  place,  and  according  to  his  power,  who  by  declaiminff  against,  and 
denouncing  those  who  dare  to  treat  the  Protestant  errors  as  unestablished,  gives  & 
helping  hjuid  to  their  establishment*^— JV^nrmanV  Letter  to  Fautseti,  p.  15.  And 
again, ''  Why  are  the  Tracts  to  be  censured  for  stating  a  plain  historical  iact>  that  the 
Roman  Church  did  not,  till  Trent,  embody  in  her  Creed  the  mass  of  her  present  tenets, 
while  they  do  not  deny,  but  exprrasly  acknowledge,  her  great  corruptions  before  that 
era?''-j4w,p.  18. 
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effect  of  what  he  styles  "  the  atrocious  council,"  which,  Mr.  Froude 
8aj8,  changed  altogether  his  notions  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  and 
made  him  wish  for  the  total  overthrow  of  their  system.*  And,  in 
the  Tracts,  the  same  view  meets  us  in  various  shapes.  It  is  stated, 
that  the  Council  of  Trent  converted  certain  theological  opinions 
into  (what  they  maintained  to  be)  Catholic  verities.^  And  the 
body  of  the  Romish  Church  is  described  as  havinpr  become  un- 
catholic  by  the  act.  Indeed,  it  is  asserted  in  an  earher  Tract,  that 
Rome  then  first  became  an  heretical  Church  ;  and,  it  is  added,  '*  If 
she  has  apostatized,  it  was  at  the  time  of  the  Council  of  Trent. 
Then,  if  at  any  time,  surely  not  before,  did  the  Roman  communion 
bind  itself  in  covenant  to  the  cause  of  Antichrist."^ 

138.  This  may  be  enough  to  say,  in  answer  to  this  attempt  to 
distinguish  between  the  Komish  Doctrine,  as  established  by  the 
decrees  of  the  Council  of  Trent,  and  *'  the  authoritative  teaching^ 
of  the  Church  of  Rome  at  the  time.  But, — perhaps  in  some 
distrust  of  the  soundness  of  the  distinction, — ^more  pains  are 
expended  upon  the  other  head ;  viz.,  that  upon  the  various  points 
on  which  the  Articles  condemn  *^  the  Romish  Doctrine^^  in  name, 
it  is,  in  fact,  the  grosser  errors  of  the  popular  creed,  or  the  pre- 
samptuous  subtilties  of  the  teaching  of  the  schools,  which  they 
have  in  view,  and  not  the  substance  of  the  Doctrine  of  the  Church 
of  Rome.  Of  the  nature  and  amount  of  the  sophistry  expended 
upon  this  point,  nothing  like  an  adequate  conception  could  be 
given,  without  such  a  detailed  review,  as  it  would  be  impossible  for 
OS  now  to  enter  upon.  In  facty  throughout  the  whole  Tracts  but 
more  eepecially  upon  this  pointy  the  dishonest  casuistry  to  which  the 
Jesuits  have  given  a  name^  is  employed  upon  a  scale  to  which  it  would 
le  hard  to  find  a  parallel^  except  in  the  more  notorious  of  their  own 
writings fi  One  of  the  society,  indeed,  Gregory  de  Valentia,  seems 
to  supply  the  type  of  the  whole  argument  on  this  head,  when  he 
infers,  that  as  St.  Peter  speaks  of  abominable  idolatries^  there  must 
be  some  idolatries  under  the  Gospel  which  are  not  abom,inable.^ 
The  Articles  furnish  the  author  of  the  Tract  with  but  slender 
materials  for  this  kind  of  logic.  But  their  deficiencies  are  supplied 
by  resorting  to  the  Homilies,  to  determine  their  sense.  As  might 
be  expected  from  the  purpose  of  those  discourses,  and  the  time  and 
circumstances  under  which  they  were  written,  they  contain  not  a 
few  passages,  in  which  the  grosser  forms  in  which  Romish  errors 
and  superstitions  manifested   themselves,   are    dwelt    upon    and 

•  VoL  L,  p.  308.  +  Timet,  No.  61,  p.  3.  t  No.  16,  p.  10. 

§  Qnoted  bv  Bishop  Hall.  ^  How  must  he  [that  is  well  grounded  in  the  doctrine 
of  the  Second  Commandment,]  needs  bless  himself  at  the  strange  collection  of  a 
Valentiay  becanse  St.  Peter  cries  out  of  abominable  idolatries,  that  therefore  there  are 
some  idolatries  under  the  Gospel  which  are  not  abominable.** — The  Feace-Maker, 
Seet.IL 


c  The  iialiet  in  this  and  the  preceding  sentence  are  not  his  LordehipYk— •En. 
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exposed.  Such  passages  were  eTidently  intended  to  exhibit  the 
erroneous  principles  of  the  Church  of  Rome  in  a  stage  of  deyelop- 
ment,  which  was  at  once  fitted  to  shew  their  tme  nature,  to  the 
many  who  might  not  discern  it  under  a  less  flagrant  manifestation 
of  it,  and  to  deepen  and  quicken  the  dread  and  hatred  of  those 
false  principles  in  the  minds  of  others,  who  might  not  stand  in  the 
same  need  of  aids  to  apprehension  ; — to  bring  distinctly  before  the 
minds  of  all  the  members  of  the  Ohurch,  what  the  practical  evils  of 
the  system  had  been  from  which  the  Reformation  had  delivered 
them.  But  they  are  not  brought  forward  in  the  Tract  as  if  such 
was  their  purpose,  but  as  if  they  were  to  be  taken  as  strict  desig- 
nations of  those  parts  of  the  Romish  system  which  it  was  intended 
to  condemn.  And  forthwith  it  is  inferred,  that  it  is  only  these  forms 
and  degrees  of  the  false  doctrine,  or  the  superstitious  practice,  which 
the  Church  in  the  Homily,  and  therefore  in  the  Article,  intends  to 
denounce.  And  so  every  degree  short  of  that  which  figures  in 
these  descriptions,  and  every  doctrine  and  practice  akin  to  those 
described,  but  not  formally  comprehended  under  these  illustrations, 
are  held  to  be  outside  the  denunciations  of  the  Articles,  so  that 
their  truth  and  falsehood,  lawfulness  or  unlawfulness,  are  open 
questions,  among  those  who  have  subscribed  the  Articles. 

139.  Such  unfairness  appears  hardly  to  admit  of  aggravation. 
But  yet  it  must  be  felt  to  be  not  a  little  aggravated  by  the  fact, 
that  there  are  passages  in  the  Homilies, — sometimes  in  the  very 
Homily  from  which  these  quotations  are  made, — sometimes  even 
in  direct  connexion  with  the  passages  quoted, — which  plainly 
testify  that  the  Church  was  opposed  to  the  Romish  doctrine  on  the 
points  referred  to,  in  every  degree,  and  under  every  form  ;  and  not 
merely  in  those  extreme  degrees,  and  those  grosser  forms,  which, 
for  obvious  reasons,  it  takes  most  pains  to  present  in  iull  detail.^ 

*  There  is  hardly  any  section  of  the  Tract  \7hich  would  not  afford  abundant 
materials  to  support  the  character  that  I  have  given  of  it.  But  its  sophistry 
and  misrepresentations  have  been  so  often,  and  so  fully,  and  so  ahl^  exposed, 
that  it  would  be  very  superfluous  labour  to  subject  it  now  to  any  thing  like  a 
detailed  examination.  I  have  no  intention  of  engafi^ing  in  any  such  task  now, 
but  I  wish,  by  an  example  or  two,  to  justify  what  1  have  said  in  the  Chai^^, 
of  the  abuse  of  the  more  popular  passages  of  the  Homilies,  by  which  tne 
author  contrives  to  cover  their  decided  and  verv  clearly  expressed  opposition 
to  the  errors  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  in  their  foundation  and  substance, 
and  not  merely  in  the  grosser  and  more  flagrant  enormities  in  practice  upon 
which  such  passages  dwell.  He  resorts  to  the  Homilies,  it  will  be  remem- 
bered, to  fix  the  sense  of  the  Articles,  vrhere  he  chooses  to  regard  it  as  doubtful. 
And  I  am  anxious  to  sa;^,  that  supposing  these  doubts  to  b«  reasonable^  there 
can  be  no  objection  in  principle  to  resortmg  to  the  Homilies,  to  remove  them. 
Making  proper  allowance  for  their  form,  and  not  expecting  the  strict  accuracy 
of  langusge,  or  the  more  formal  and  exact  enunciations  of  truth,  which  are  to 
be  found  in  the  Articles,  and  looking  for  their  teaching  rather  in  the  substance 
of  the  discourse  than  in  particular  expressions,  the  Homilies  must,  no  doubt, 
be  regarded  as  authentic  expositions  of  the  sense  of  the  Articles ;  not  merely 
as  being  written  at  the  time,  and  bv  the  same  persons,  but  as  having  been 
recognized  in  the  Articles  in  the  way  m  which  they  are.     It  is  not,  therefore^ 
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140.  Bot  I  should,  as  I  said,  despair  of  conveying  any  thing  like 
a  fall  impression  of  tie  ^hifiing^  ewuiv^y  and  dUinffenuaus  saphistty^'^ 

the  laet  of  haying  leconne  to  the  Homilies  for  any  illustrations  of  the  meaning 
ef  the  Articles  mich  may  be  needed,  that  I  mean  to  object  to ;  but  the  mode 
IB  vhich  the  reference  is  conducted — that  by  suppressions  and  evasions,  an 
utter  misrepreaentation  of  the  teaching  of  the  Homily  is  drawn  out,  and 
through  it  an  utter  misrepresentation  of  the  meaning  of  the  Artiele.  but  I 
have  stated  this  with  sufficient  distinctness  in  the  Charge,  and  will  now  pro- 
ceed to  proTe  it  by  one  or  two  striking  examples. 

Nothing;,  for  example,  can  be  more  express  than  the  Homilies  are,  against 
any  use  of  images,  of  any  kind.  But  because,  in  declaring  against  it,  some  of 
the  groaser  abuses  and  excesses  of  the  practice  of  the  Church  of  Rome  con- 
neeted  with  images,  are  prominently  put  forward  and  enlarged  upon,  the 
writer,  after  quoting  a  number  of  such  passages,  feels  able  to  give  the 
IbUowing  as  a  true  account  of  what  they  condemn. 

**  Now  the  venentiGii  and  worBhip  condemned  in  these  and  other  passages  are  such 
aa  theee :  kneeling  before  images,  lighting  candles  to  them,  offering  them  incense, 
gcnng  oo  pilgrims^  to  them,  luunging  up  crutches,  &c.  before  them,  lying  tales  about 
theoiy  behef  la  miradee,  sa  if  wrought  by  them  through  the  illusion  of  the  deTil, 
ieekiDg  them  np  immodestljr,  and  proriding  incentives  by  them  to  bad  passions ;  and, 
in  Kke  manner,  merry  music  and  minstrwsy,  and  licentious  practices  in  honour  of 
relicsy  oounterfeit  relics,  multiplication  of  them,  absurd  pretences  about  them.  This 
B  WHAT  THs  AaTicLB  MEANS  ^  BY  THS  RoMisH  DocTRiNB,*  which,  in  agreement  to  one 
of  tlis  abore  extracts,  it  calls  'a  fond  thing,* — ret  JkUilia  f  far  who  can  ever  hope, 
exoepi  ihe  groeeeet  and  moei  blinded  nUndSy  to  be  ffommp  ihe  favour  qflhebleued  «atntt, 
while  they  eome  with  unchaste  thouffhts  and  eyes  that  cannot  cease  from  sin  ;  and  to 
be  profited  by  *  pilgrimage-going,'  m  which  '  Lady  Venus  and  her  son  Cupid  were 
rather  woTshipped  wantoidy  in  the  flesh,  than  God  the  Fathsr,  and  our  Saviour 
Chrjst  His  Son,  truly  worshipped  in  the  Spirit  ?*  ** 

So  that  it  would  seem  that  the  Homilies  allow  it  to  be  a  reasonable  and 
pious  object,  to  seek  to  gain  ''  the  favour  of  the  blessed  saints"  now  departed ; 
and  to  do  this  6y  venerating  and  worshipping  their  images^  provided  our  modes 
of  oflerinff  reverence  to  them  be  not  chaigeable  with  any  of  the  irregularities, 
and  disorders,  and  licentious  practices,  which  are  so  pointedly  condemned  in  the 
extracts  ^ren  in  the  Tract!  Now,  I  need  not  tell  any  one  acquainted  with 
the  Homilies,  how  they  really  dispose  of  both  those  points.  What  they 
determine  concerning  tne  seeking  to  gain  the  fiavour  of  tne  blessed  saints,  wiU 
appear  when  we  consider  what  is  said  in  the  Tract,  about  the  invocation  of 
tainis,  I  will  only  notice  here  what  they  settle  with  respect  to  inuiges. 
And  what  the  teaching  of  the  Homilies  on  this  point  is  likely  to  be,  may  be 
collected  from  what  appears  almost  at  the  outset  of  the  Sermon  against  ^^  Peril 
of  Idolatry."  It  unxiously  explains  very  early,  that  idol  and  image  are  two 
names  of  one  and  the  same  thing,  difiermg  only  in  the  tongue  from  which 
they  are  derived. 

**  And  though  some,  to  blind  menli  eyes,  have  heretofore  craftily  eone  about  to  make 
them  to  be  teken  for  words  of  diverse  si^ification  in  matters  of  religion,  and  have 
therefore  usoally  named  the  likeness  or  similitude  of  a  thing  set  up  amongst  the 
heathen,  in  thor  temples  or  other  places  to  be  worship^,  an  idol :  but  tne  like 


similitude,  with  us,  set'up  in  the  Church,  in  place  of  worshipping,  they  call  an  image, 
ss  though  these  two  words  {idol  and  imaged  m  Scripture,  did  differ  in  propriety  and 
sense,  wiiich  (as  is  aforesaid)  differ  only  m  sound  and  language,  and  in  meanmg  be 


indeed  all  one,  epedaUy  in  the  Scriptures  and  matters  qf  religion.  And  our  images  also 
have  been,  and  be,  and  if  they  be  publicly  suffered  in  the  Churches  or  temples,  ever 
will  be,  also  worslupped,  and  so  idolatry  committed  to  them,  as  in  the  last  part  of  this 
Homily  shall  at  laive  be  declared  and  proved.  Wherefore  our  images  in  temples  and 
Churches  be  indeed  ntme  other  but  idols,  as  unto  the  which  idolatry  hath  been,  is,  and 
ever  wiU  be  conunitted.** 

''  The  itaiice  are  not  his  Loidship*s.— Ed. 
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with  which  the  purpose  of  the  Tract  is  followed  out,  except  by  an 
actual  reyiew,  in  detail,  of  the  mode  of  treating  some  of  the  heads. 

And  it  goes  on  in  accordance  with  this  commencement  It  le&ra  to  the 
BtrictnesB  wilh  which  God  in  His  law  forhade  His  ancient  people  to  make  any 
images  as  objects  of  religious  reyerence,  and  the  awful  threats  by  which  theae 
prombitions  were  enforced,  as  of  themselves  sufficient  to  restrain  any  who  had 
the  fear  of  God  before  their  eyes,  from  the  worshipping  of  images,  setting  them 
up,  or  maintaining  them. 

"  Tea  will  say,  peradventure  tiiese  things  pertaiii  to  the  Jews,  what  haTe  we  to  do 
with  them  P  Indeed  thev  pertain  no  less  to  us  Christians,  than  to  them.  For  if  we 
be  the  people  of  God,  how  can  the  word  and  law  of  God  not  appertain  to  hb? 
St.  Paul,  alleging  one  text  out  of  the  Old  Testament,  ooncludeth  generally  for  other 
Scriptures  of  the  Old  Testament  as  well  aa  that,  saying,  WhaUoever  is  wriUen  b^fbre^ 
(meaning  in  the  Old  Testament,)  is  written  for  awr  insAruc^m^  Rom.  xv.  Which 
sentence  is  most  specially  true  of  such  writings  as  contain  the  immutable  law  and 
ordinances  of  God,  in  no  age  or  time  to  be  altered,  nor  of  any  persons  of  any  nations 
or  age  to  be  disobeyed,  «ucA  m  (he  above  rehearsed  places  be.^ 

For  further  confirmation,  however,  towards  the  end  of  the  first  part,  the 
New  Testament  is  shewn  to  coincide  with  the  Old  in  this  matter.— The  second 
part  contains  the  testimony  of  ancient  writers,  with  explanations  and  enforce- 
ments, and  the  result  of  both  parta  is  (as  is  stated  in  the  third  part) — 

^  That  it  is  declared  by  Gk)d*s  word,  the  sentences  of  the  doctors,  and  the  judgment 
of  the  primitive  Church,  which  was  most  pure  and  sincere,  that  ail  ima^fesy  as  well 
ours  as  the  idols  of  the  OerUileSy  be  by  Ood*s  word  forbidden,  and  therefore  fmlaufisl, 
specially  in  temples  and  churches*^'* 

And  in  the  third  part,  the  various  modes  in  which  both  the  Old  and  the 
New  Testaments  are  attempted  to  be  evaded  in  this  matter  are  considered,  and 
refuted. — But  I  suppose  it  unnecessary  to  enter  further  into  the  Homily  for 
the  purpose  of  shewing  how  very  jgreatly  its  testimony  against  image-worship 
is  misrepresented,  when  it  is  confined  to  those  grosser  abuses  connected  with 
the  practice  which,  according  to  the  Tract,  are  the  exclusive  objects  of  its 
censure. 

But  the  Tract  goes  a  step  farther,  and  a  very  curious  step  it  is.  Having 
stated,  as  we  have  seen,  that  these  abuses,  and  excesses,  and  enormities,  in  the 
practice  of  the  Church,  are  what  the  Article  has  in  view,  in  the  Romish 
Doctrine  concerning  images  which  it  condemns,  it  proceeds  to  shew  that  the 
Council  of  Trent  condemns  the  very  same  things. 

*'  Here  again  it  is  remarkable  that,  ureed  by  the  truth  of  the  allegation,  the  Council 
of  Trent  is  obliged,  both  to  confess  the  lUMve-mentioned  enormities  in  the  veneration 
of  relics  and  images,  and  to  forbid  them.** 

And  the  writer  eives  an  extract  from  the  Decree  in  support  of  the  assertion. 
So  that  here,  at  least,  there  is  a  perfect  harmony  between  tlie  Thirty-nine 
Articles  and  the  Tridentine  Decrees!  The  Article  condemns  the  Aomish 
Doctrine^  indeed,  concerning  the  veneration  of  images ;  but  it  appears  by  the 
Homilies,  that  by  the  Romish  Doctrine  it  means,  only  certain  corrttpt practices : 
and  these  the  Tridentine  Decree  also  condemns  and  forbids.  This  is  the 
representation  of  the  Tract. 

x^ow,  it  is  very  easy  to  shew  that,  in  point  of  fact,  the  Homily  and  the 
Decree,  however  thev  may  agree  in  condemning  certain  excesses,  are  diametri- 
cally opposed  as  to  the  substance  and  matter  of  the  Doctrine ;  so  that  there  is 
not  a  single  point  that  the  Decree  establishes,  which  the  Homily  does  not,  by 
anticipation,  oppose  and  overthrow.  This  is  very  easily  shewn ;  and  it  is  so 
curious  an  illustration  of  the  shameless  uniaimess  of  the  Tract,  that  it  seems 
worth  mndinfl;  a  little  time  upon  it. 

The  Council  of  Trent  commands  all  Bishops,  and  others  upon  whom  the 
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And  for  this  we  liave  no  time.  I  must  satisfy  myself,  therefore, 
vith  this  general  account  of  this  celebrated  publication,  and  return 

office  of  teaching  deTolres,  to  teach—**  that  the  Imaaes  of  Christ  and  the 
Viigm  Mother  of  Orod,  and  the  other  saintB,  are  to  be  had  and  retained, 
uptdaUjf  in,  tem^ies  jT  and  that  **  due  honour  and  yeneiation''  are  to  be  paid  to 
tfaem.  The  Homiliea,  as  we  have  seen,  prohibit  absolutely  the  setting  np  or 
BMunfauniitg  of  imagpeB  ^  ipeciaify  m  templet  and  churdus^  eyen  if  they  be  set 
ip  without  any  design  of  making  them  obiects  of  religious  leyerenoe,  and 
eren  though  the  most  eareful  precautions  be  taken  against  their  becoming 
nch.  They  evideiitly  rmrd  this  as  the  only  form  in  which  setting  images 
up  in  churchea  admits  of  any  defence;  but,  eyen  with  such  objects  and  such 
n&gnazds;,  they  declare,  in  the  strongest  and  most  express  language,  aminst 
the  lawfidiieeB  of  the  usage.  I  haye  already  giyen  some  passages,  in  whidi  the 
Homily  decslares  ihAt  they  are  not  to  be  placed  in  temples  and  churches ;  that 
Scripture,  the  primitive  Church,  and  the  highest  authorities  among  the 
Fatinen,  are  ag&inst  the  practice,  and  that  experience  has  proved  thbt  it 
infallibly  leada  to  the  worship  of  them,  which  is  idolatiy.  Such  passages 
might  be  multiplied  fourfold.    X  will  give  but  one  more,  however : — 

"When  they  aay  that  images,  so  they  be  not  worshipped,  as  things  indifferent,  may 
be  tolerable  in  temples  and  churches ;  we  infer  and  say  for  the  adversative,  thai 
off  ow  imaae*  of  GoA,  our  Saviour  Christy  and  his  tainia,  publieiy  set  up  m  temples  and 
dutreheSf  placem  pecniiarlif  appointed  to  the  true  worAipping  qf  Chdy  be  noi  things 
mdiffereniy  nor  iolsrahle,  but  against  Ood^s  law  and  oomntandment,  taking  their  own 
uaerpreiaiian  and  axposUion  q/^iA- 

Here  is  tolerably  direct  opposition.    Now  I  suppose  I  need  hardly  go  on  to 
shew,  that  there  ia  no  less  irreconcilable  opposition  oetween  the  Doctnne  of  the 
BomHy,  and    the   next  step  in  the  Decree  which  I   have  quoted;  which 
dedarea  that  the  images  so  set  un  are  to  receive  due  honour  and  veneration. 
They  do  not  define^  indeed,  what  due  honour  and  veneration  are.    But  this  is 
because  they  were  issuing  their  commands  to  those  who  knew  the  established 
prndplea  and  practice  on  the  matter,  in  wluch  it  is  plain  they  had  no  inten- 
tion ot  Tn^V^"g  any  change.    But  it  so  happens,  that  further  on  in  the  Decree, 
heting  those  imageSy  uncovering  the  head,  and  falling  down  before  them,  are 
particnlaiized  among  the  acts  of  veneration  which  were  bestowed  upon  tnem. 
And  it  happens  also,  that  these  are  among  the  acts  specified  in  the  Homilv, 
and  denounced  as  unlawful.    But,  indeed,  there  are  not  a  few  passages  in  tne 
Homilies  to  prove  that  they  regard  every  form  of  outward  reverence,  shewn  to 
images,  as  part  of  the  forbidden  worship. — e.  ^.,— - 

**  And  in  the  second  book  of  Paralipomenon,  the  29th  ebapter,  all  the  outward  rites 
and  eeremumies  as  burning  of  incense,  and  much  other  wherewith  God  in  the  temple 
was  hononzed,  is  called  cultus,  (to  say,)  worshipping,  which  is  forbidden  siraitlg  by 
God*M  word  to  be  given  to  images,^*  * 

The  Decree  goes  on  to  guard  this  last  command  from  the  chaige  which  it 
foreseen  would  be  m^e  against  it,  by  stating  that  it  is  not  given : — 


^  Because  it  is  supposed  that  there  is  any  virtue  or  divinity  in  them,  on  account  of 
wfai^  ibeT  ought  to  be  worshipped  *,  or  because  any  thing  is  to  be  sought  for  from 
them ;  or  becanse  fiuth  is  to  be  put  in  images,  sa  was  formerly  done  by  the  Gentiles 
wbo  put  their  trust  in  idols ;  but  because  the  honour  which  is  paid  to  them  is  referred 
to  the  originals  which  they  represent;  so  that  through  the  images  which  we  kiss,  and 

*  This  sentenoe  occurs  in  a  passage  quoted  at  pace  S3  of  the  Timet,  but  is  rather 
duriously  omitted  in  the  quotation.  The  marks  winch  shew  that  there  is  an  omission 
are  given,  but  it  appears  a  strange  one  to  dhoose  to  make,  as  the  sentence  certainly 
aeems  to  be  very  im^rtant  to  the  determination  of  the  question,  What  \b  the  venera- 
tion  and  worship  of  unages  condemned  in  the  Homilies  ?  And  the  same  may  be  said 
of  the  rest  of  the  omitted  passage. 
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to  the  history  which  it  has  interrupted.     It  seemed  as  if  some 
mistake  had  been  committed  in  supposing  the  public  mind  ripe  for 

before  which  we  bow  our  heads,  and  prostrate  ouraelYes^  we  adore  Christ,  and  shew 
reyerenee  to  the  saints  whose  iikeneas  the  images  bear.** 

Now,  the  Homily  could  not  more  explicitly  write  in  opposition  to  oTery 
part  of  this  defencoe,  if  the  authors  had  read  the  Decree.  And  this  is  not 
snrprising,  when  we  consider  that  it  is  but  the  repetition  of  a  very  ancient 
plea.  As  to  the  attempt  of  the  Synodists  to  distinguish  the  grounds  on  whicli 
they  command  reverence  to  be  shewn  to  imagoes  from  those  upon  which  idols 
were  worsliipped  by  the  Gentiles,  the  Homilist  denies  that  it  nas  any  founda- 
tion. First,  ne  says,  that  they  shew  a  reverence  to  the  images  of  the  saints, 
which  saints  and  angels  would  reject  with  horror,  if  offered  directly  to  them- 
selves, as  feeling  that  it  entrenched  upon  the  honour  due  to  God  only.  But 
this  is  not  the  only  argument  against  this  plea. 

"  And  furthermore^  in  that  they  say  they  do  not  worship  the  images,  as  the  Gentiles 
did  their  idols^  but  God  and  the  saints,  whom  the  images  do  represent ;  and  therefore 
that  their  doings  before  images  be  not  like  the  idolatry  of  the  Gentiles  before  tbeir 
idols :  St.  Augustine,  Lactantius,  and  Clemens,  do  prove  evidently,  that  by  thit  answer 
theif  he  all  one  with  the  Cfentiles,  idolalert.  The  Gentiles,  saith  Augostine,  which  seem 
to  be  of  the  purer  religion,  say,  We  worship  not  the  images,  but  by  the  corporeal 
iraase,  we  do  behold  the  signs  of  the  things  which  we  ought  to  worship.  August. 
PetSm  exxxv.** 

And  then,  after  two  quotations  from  Lactantius  and  Clemens,  CPseudo 
Clemens)  to  the  same  effect,  it  adds : — 

**  For  notwithstanding  this  excuse,  St.  Augustine,  Clemens,  and  Lactantius,  prove 
ihem  idolaters,**  &e. 

But  finally,  the  Synodists  rest  what  they  enioin  in  such  matters,  upon  its 
concurrence  with  the  decrees  of  former  Councils,  and  especially  of  the  second 
Council  of  Nice  against  the  opposers  of  images.  Hear  what  the  Homily  says 
upon  this  Council  of  Nice,  wnich  is  thus  recognized,  and  made  the  principal 
foundation  of  the  Tridentine  Decree : 

**  And  at  the  second  Council  of  Nice,  the  Bishops  and  Clergy  decreed,  that  images 
should  be  worshipped  :  and  so,  by  occasion  of  these  stumbling-blocks,  not  only  the 
unlearned  and  simple,  but  the  learned  and  wise,  not  the  people  only,  but  the  Bishops, — 
not  the  sheep,  but  also  the  shepherds  themselves,  Twho  should  have  been  guides  the 
right  way,  and  lights  to  shine  in  darkness,)  being  bUnded  by  the  bewitching  of  images, 
and  blind  guides  of  the  blind,  fell  both  into  the  pit  of  damnable  idolatry.** 

I  need  not  pursue  this  point  further.  It  must  be  abundantly  plain,  that  the 
teaching  of  the  Homily  is  not,  as  the  Tract  represents,  in  accoroance  with  the 
decree  of  the  Council  in  this  matter,  but  diametrically  opposed  to  what  the 
latter  establishes  and  commands  to  be  taught  And  that  so  the  Homilist,  and 
all  who  teach  his  Doctrine,  or  hold  it  without  teaching  it,  that  is,  all  faithful 
ministers  and  members  of  the  Church,  are  under  the  anathema  of  the  Decree  : 
Si  quia  caitem  his  cUcretis  cantraria  docuerit,  out  senserit,  anathema  esto. 

Another  very  striking  example  of  the  flagrant  misrepresentations  of  the 
Tract  is  contained  in  what  is  said  of  the  Invocation  of  Saints.  The  RoniiiAi 
Doctrine  concerning  the  Invocation  of  Saints^  (as  well  as  other  things  there 
enumerated,)  is  condemned  in  the  twenty-second  Article  as  ^^  a  fond  thing, 
vainly  invented,  and  grounded  upon  no  warranty  of  Scripture,  but  rather 
repugnant  to  the  word  of  God."  The  force  of  this  sentence  is  attempted  to  be 
abated  by  the  following  curious  train  of  aigument : — To  know  what  it  is  that 
is  condemned,  we  must  know  what  is  meant  by  invocation  in  the  Article. 
Now,  it  is  evident,  that  ^Uhe  mere  circumstance  of  addressing  beings  out  of 
sight,"  cannot  be  meant;  for  the  Psalms,  which  we  use  in  our  daily  service,  do 
that*    Norcanitmean,  *' to  pray  to  unseen  beings  to  bless  us,    for  Bishop 
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00  open  a  demonstration.  For  this  attempt  to  shew  how  nnavail- 
iDg  were  the  barriers  against  Bomanisna,  which  the  Reformers  had 

Ken  does  that.  (!)  Nor  can  it  intend  to  condemn  invocations,  *Mf  we  mean 
nothing  definite  by  theni,  addressing  them  to  beings  which  we  know  cannot 
hear,  and  naing  them  as  interjections ;"  for  the  Homilies  themselres  do  that."* 
\f elj,  then,  what  does  it  mean  ?  Why,  to  understand  that^  as  the  Article  does 
not  Epedfy  the  sort  of  inrocation  which  it  condemns,  and  as  it  is  shewn  that  it 
esnnot  be  r^arded  as  ^'  condemning  every  sort,"  the  best  way  is  to  resort  to 
the  Homilies.  We  find  them  verv  strong  and  very  fall  upon  the  various 
absurd  and  ofiensive  superstitions  which  abounded  in  the  Church  of  Rome  in 
oonnezion  with  saint- worship.  Some  of  the  passages  in  which  they  so  speak 
ue  given  ;  and  then  the  result  is  stated  thus : — 

**  WheresBy  then,  it  has  been  abready  shewn,  that  not  ali  invocation  is  wrong,  this 
laat  peaaage  plainly  tells  ns,  whai  kind  of  invocation  is  not  allowable,  or  whai  is  meant 
kf  mooeaiion  iu  its  exceptionable  sense  s  viz.  a  thing  proper  to  God,  and  two  instanees 
ue  qieeiaUy  given  of  sneh  calling  and  invocation—vis.  saer\fieing  and  faUkng  down 
»  worship  Besides  this,  the  Uomilist  adds,  that  it  is  wrong  to  pray  to  them  for 
*neeenane8  in  thia  world,*  and  to  accompany  their  services  with  'piping,  singing, 
efaantbg,  and  playing*  on  the  organ,  and  of  *  invoking  saints  as  patrons  of  particular 
demente,  countries,  arts,  or  rem^es.*  ** — ^p.  40. 

This,  then,  is  the  account  to  be  given  of  the  Doctrine  of  the  Homilies,  and 
therefore,  of  the  Article  on  the  Invocation  of  Saints !  Now,  the  fiEUSt  is,  that 
what  is  to  be  collected  from  the  Homilies,  indeed  what  is  plainly  expressed  by 
tlum,  is  not  this :  that  if  we  address  to  the  saints  such  invociUions  aa  are 
proper  to  God,  we  do  what  is  wrong  and  forbidden ;  but  this :  that  if  we 
^<iie88  nwoetUions  to  saints,  we  eive  to  them  what  is  proper  to  Gody  and, 
therefore,  that  whenever  we  invoke  them,  and  for  whatsoever  it  be,  we  do 
^hat  is  wrong  and  forbidden. 

"^e  second  part  of  the  Homily  on  Prayer  professes  to  shew  whom  we  ought 
^0  caU  upon,  and  to  whom  we  ought  always  to  direct  our  prayers.  And  in  the 
iQoet  explicit  manner  it  is  declared,  that  it  is  Gtod,  and  God  alonct  to  whom  we 
^  to  pray.  And  this  not  with  the  limitation  in  the  summary  given  in  tiie 
Tisct— viz.  when  we  are  seeking  ^  necessaries  of  this  life,"  but  abM>lutely  and 
^thout  any  limitation  of  any  kind,  ^^  whensoever  we  need  or  lack  any  thing, 
P^Ttaxmng  either  to  the  body  or  the  soul^  it  behoveth  us  to  run  only  to  God, 
^0  b  the  only  giver  of  all  ^od  things."  And  then,  after  some  proofs  from 
^nptnre :  '^  Thus,  then,  it  is  plain,  by  the  infallible  word  of  truth  and  life^ 
^at  in  all  our  necessities,  we  must  flee  unto  God,  direct  our  prayers  unto  him, 
p&U  upon  his  holy  name,  desire  help  at  his  hands,  and  none  other's  ;  whereof, 
^  ^e  will  yet  have  a  further  reason,  mark  that  which  followeth :" — and  then 
It  proceeds  to  shew,  that  there  are  four  conditions  which  must  be  found  *^  in 
evenr  such  one  that  must  be  called  upon,"  and  that  they  are  to  be  found  only 
H^.  God.    The  passage  in  which  we  find  these  reasons,  and  others,  ittainst 

invocation  or  prayer,"  to  inferior  beings,  is  quoted  in  the  Tract,  and  I  need 
^  go  through  it  more  particularly  in  detail,  because  the  reader  will  remem- 
1^9  that  the  question  is  not  whether  the  reasons  given  in  the  Homily  for  what 
^  laid  down  mere,  are  conclusive,  or  even  whether  Hxe  principle  itself  is  true, 
^t  what  it  is,  and  whether  it  is  truly  represented  in  the  Tract.  And,  upon 
°<>th  points  1  have  given,  I  should  think,  quite  enough, 
^t  ia  true,  that  the  writer  of  the  Tract  intimates,  that  we  are  precluded 
vom  interpreting  tiie  Homily  as  determining,  (or  perhaps  that  the  Homily 

-E.^.  "We  have  left  them  neither  heaven,  nor  earth,  nor  water,  nor  country,  nor 
^V)  peace  nor  war  to  rale  and  govern,  neither  men,  nor  beasts,  nor  their  diseases  to 
^ ;  that  a  godly  man  might  justly,  for  zealous  indigpation,  cry  out,  O  heaven, 
^  ^rth,  and  seas,  what  madness  and  wickedness  acainst  God  are  men  fallen  into  !**— . 
^I'irUi^  Idolatry. 
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reared,  and  in  which  their  posterity  had  hitherto  confided,  seemed 
everywhere  to  excite  painful  and  indignant  surprise.     Any  one 

itself  18  precluded  from  deciding,)  that  all  invocation  of  saints  is  wrong,  be- 
cause, as  he  says,  ^^  it  has  already  been  shewn,  that  not  a//  invocation  is  wrong.** 
We  have  seen  how  it  has  been  shewn.  And  I  suppose  it  is  not  a  proof  to 
which  any  lengthened  reply  can  be  necessary.  The  ^'  invocations  to  angels  to 
praise  and  bless  Grod,"  to  which  the  writer  refers  as  frequent  in  the  Psalms, 
are  evidently  not  intended  really  to  move  those  beings  to  express  their  love,  and 
reverence,  and  gratitude  to  God,  but  are  a  warm  and  poetical  expression  of  the 
Psalmist's  own  sense  of  what  is  due  to  God  from  all  His  works  tn  all  places  of 
His  dominion.  And  if  thero  could  be  any  doubt  of  this,  it  would  be  apparent 
to  every  one,  from  the  fact,  that  he  addresses  or  invocates,  in  just  the  same 
way,  indeed,  in  the  same  terms,  the  various  great  objects  of  inanimate  nature, 
the  earth  and  the  sea,  the  floods  and  the  hills,  to  join  in  his  praises  to  God. 
And  the  same  may  be  said  of  the  Benedidte. 

As  to  Bishop  Ken : — Some  one,  I  think,  attempted  to  defend  him  from  the 
charge  which  is  implied  in  the  reference  to  him  m  the  Tract,  by  pointing  out 
that  (though  he  desires  that  an  office  may  be  performed  by  his  guardian  angel, 
which  seems  to  tronch  upon  the  office  of  the  Holy  Spirit)  yet  that  his  address 
is  to  God,  and  not  to  the  angel.  It  appears,  evidently,  that  this  is  the  case. 
But  if  it  were  not,  and  if  Bishop  Ken  aid  ask  directly  angels  or  saints  to  bless 
him,  it  does  not,  I  trust,  follow,  that  we,  therefore,  may  or  ought  to  do  so ;  or, 
which  is  even  more,  perhaps,  the  point  at  issue,  that  the  Homilist  thought  that 
we  might,  or  ought. 

As  to  the  attempt  to  prove  that  the  Homilies  could  not,  without  incon- 
sistency, forbid  all  invocation^  because  they  themselves  contain  apostrophes^  as 

0  Heavens  !  O  Earthy  and  seas  !  it  looks  more  like  a  sony  jest  than  a  serious 
aigument,  and  I  suppose  it  cannot  be  necessary  to  give  it  a  serious  answer. 

It  must  be  very  plain  already,  that  in  stating  the  amount  of  the  testimony 
in  the  Homily  upon  the  subject  of  invocation,  the  writer  has  been  guilty  of 
very  great  misrepresentation.  But  the  unfairness  with  which  he  is  chaxgeable 
is  greater  and  more  complicated  than  it  has  yet  appeared,  as  will  be  seen  by 
what  follows.  He  admits  distinctly,  that  according  to  his  explanation  of  what 
the  Article  meant  to  censure,  the  ora  pro  nobis  was  not  condemned  by  it :  that 
is  to  say,  (in  the  mode  which  he  takes  of  determining  the  scone  of  the  Article,) 
that  according  to  his  account  of  the  teaching  of  the  Homilies,  it  is  not  con- 
demned in  them.  Now,  it  happens,  that  we  are  not  left  to  collect  the  teaching 
of  the  Homilies  on  that  point  in  the  way  of  inference  from  the  passages  which 

1  have  given,  for  they  expressly  consider  and  decide  it.    Indeed,  in  the  third 

Sart  of  the  Homily  on  Peril  of  Idolatry,  it  is  said,  that  the  image-mamtainers 
id  foolishly  and  wickedly  make  ^  of  the  true  servants  of  God,  false  Gods,  by 
attributing  to  them  the  power  and  honour  which  is  God's,  and  due  to  Him 
only."    And,  after  some  proofs,  it  adds :  — 

**  If  answer  be  made,  ihat  they  make  saints  but  intercessors  to  God,  and  means  for 
such  things  as  they  would  obtain  of  God :  that  is,  even  after  the  Gentiles*  idolatrous 
usage,  to  make  them  of  saints,  gods,  called  Dii  Mediojtimi,  to  be  mean  interoessors 
and  helpers  to  God,  as  though  he  did  not  hear,  or  should  be  weary  if  he  did  all  alone.** 
And,  in  the  Homily  on  Prayer,  (second  Part,)  the  ioUy  and  perverseness, 
and  disregard  of  Scripture,  which  such  a  proceeding  exhibits,  are  shewn,  and 
the  vanity  of  all  the  excuses  for  it  is  exposed.     First  is  considered  the  repug- 
nance to  approach  God,  which  one  who  has  sinned  against  him  naturally  &els. 
The  Homitist  reasons  against  this,  and  asks  :— 
*'  Shall  we  think  that  the  saints  are  more  mereiful  in  hearing  sinners  than  God  ?*' 
Then  follows  another  reason  for  having  recourse  to  the  help  of  saints : — 
"  Oh,  but  I  dare  not  (will  some  man  sav)  trouble  God  at  all  times  with  my  prayen ; 
we  see  that  in  ldng*8  houses,  and  courts  of  princes,  men  cannot  be  admitted  unless  they 
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who  bad  reflected  upon  what  these  authors  had  been  saying  npon 
aloiost  eyery  point  which  divides  us  from  the  Chnrch  of  Rome, 

fizst  me  the  help  and  means  of  aome  special  nobleman,  to  come  unto  the  speech  of  the 
kix^  and  to  obtain  the  thmg  that  they  would  have." 

To  this  plea  an  answer  from  Ambrose  is  given.  And  then  other  supple- 
mental^ pleas  are  considered  and  disposed  of.  And  it  is  at  the  end  of  all  this 
discnsBion  and  refutation  of  the  reasons  in  support  of  ashing  the  saints  for 
thm  itUereession^  that  this  passage  comes  in : — 

''  InToeation  is  a  thing  proper  unto  Qod  ;  which,  if  we  attribute  unto  the  saints,  it 
soondeih  to  their  reproach,  neither  can  the^  well  bear  it  at  our  hands.  When  Paul 
had  bemled  a  certain  lame  man,  which  was  impotent  in  his  feet,  at  Lystra,  the  people 
wionld  have  done  sacrifice  unto  him  and  Barnabas ;  who,  rending  their  clothes,  refused 
it,  aad  exhorted  them  to  worship  the  true  God.  Acts  xiv.  Likewise,  in  the  Rerelation, 
when  St.  John  fell  before  the  angePs  feet  to  worship  him,  the  angel  would  not  permit 
him  to  do  it,  but  commanded  him  that  he  should  worship  God.  Apoc  xix.  Whidi 
examples  dedaie  unto  us,  that  the  saints  and  angels  in  heaven  will  not  have  us  to  do 
amy  honour  nnto  them  that  it  due  and  proper  unto  God.** 

This  passage  is  given  in  the  Tract,  and  is  the  passage  referred  to  (in  the 
quotation  which  I  have  made  from  it,  (p.  288,)^  as  explaining  what  kind  of 
invocation  is  forbidden.    The  natural  way  of  dealing  with  it  would  be,  to  take 
simply  as  it  stands,  the  position  with  which  it  begins,  viz.  ^'  Invocation  is  a 
thing  proper  unto  God  ;*  and  to  regard  the  examples  which  follow,  as  illustra- 
tive of  the  way  in  which  Grod's  servants  shrank  from  receiving  any  honour 
which  was  proper  to  Him,  from  which  we  were  to  conclude  how  determined 
they  would  shew  Uiemselves  to  reject  invocation^  if  they  knew  that  it  was 
offered  to  them,  and  could  communicate  their  feelings  to  us.    But  this,  as  we 
have  seen,  is  not  what  is  done.    The  opening  declaration  is  taken  as  if  it  were : 
^  There  is  a  kind  of  invocation  which  is  proper  unto  God,"  and  the  examples 
are  then  regarded  as  helping  us  to  determine  what  kind  that  is :  viz.  ''  sacri- 
ficing  and  jailing  down  in  worshipP     Other  quotations  enable  the  writer  to 
add  to  the  catalogue  some  particulars  for  which  the  Homilist  lays  it  down -that 
it  is  wrong  to  pray,  as  welt  as  some  accompaniments  of  invocations,  which  are 
condemned  ; — the  whole  enumeration  of  things  prohibited,  however,  leaving 
out  invocations  to  the  saints  to  pray  for  us.    Now,  the  management  by  which 
this  mode  of  dealing  with  the  passage  becomes  possible,  seems  very  worthy  of 
notice.    A  passage  of  some  lengthy  which  goes  before  this  quotation,  is  left  outy 
without  any  intimation  that  there  is  any  omission.^    I  have  just  given  the  sub- 
stance of  &is  omitted  passage ;  in  which  it  will  appear,  that  it  contains,  as  I 
have  said,  a  discossion  and  refutation  of  the  different  reasons  which  are  ^ven 
by  Romanists  to  shew,  that  invocation  or  prayer  to  the  saints  for  their ^  inter' 
cesncuy  is  lawful.    These  reasons  are  considered  and  overthrown,  and  it  is  then 
that  the  passage  comes  in,  ^^  Invocation  is  a  thing  proper  unto  God,"  &c.   And 
looking,  as  he  does,  in  the  Homily,  to  determine  what  invocation  the  Article 
intends  to  prohibit,  it  is  evidentlv  only  by  this  omission,  of  which,  as  I  said, 
no  notice  is  given,  that  the  author  is  enabled  to  bring  out,  that,  while  the 
Article  only  forbids  such  invocation  as  trenches  upon  worship,  it  leaves  the 
question,  whether  ora  pro  nobis  be  such,  an  open  question.*     For,  it  is  not 
merely  that  all  invocation,  without  any  exception,  is  pronounced  to  be  unlaw- 
ful in  the  Homily ;  but,  moreover,  the  question,  whether  the  ora  pro  nobis 
is  lawful,  is  specifically  considered,  and  decided  in  the  negative.     And  the  way, 
as  I  have  ea^nained,  in  which  the  writer  of  the  Tract  gets  rid  of  this  testimony, 

*  Newman*8  Letter  to  Jelf,  p.  24. 
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must  have  seen  that  some  such  process  as  that  which  is  giren  in. 
the  Tract,  must  have  been  gone  through,  in  order  to  reconcile  them 

u  not  hy  reasoning  against  it^  or  denying  its  authority^  but  by  leaving  it  ouiy 
though  it  occurs  in  a  passage  which  he  quotes^  and  leaving  it  out  without  gitfin^ 
anyintimation  that  he  is  leaving  out  any  thing  /' 

The  Tract  goes  on,  as  before,  to  intimate,  that  in  this  matter  the  Articles 
and  the  Tridentine  decrees  harmonize.  ^^  Here  again,  as  before,  the  Article 
[explained  by  the  Homily]  gains  a  witness  and  concurrence  from  the  Council 
of  Trent."  The  best  way  of  judging  how  far  the  Council  agrees  with  the 
Homily,  is  to  compare  what  we  hare  <}uoted,  with  the  Decree.  What  the 
Bishops,  &c,  are  enjoined  to  teach  on  this  head  is : — 

^<  That  the  saints  who  are  reigning  together  with  Christ,  offer  prayers  to  God  for 
men :  that  it  is  sood  and  usefal  suppliantly  to  inyoke  them :  and  for  benefits  to  be  ob- 
tained from  God,  by  his  Son  Jesus  Clurist  our  Lord,  who  alone  is  our  Redeemer  and 
Saviour,  to  have  recourse  to  their  prayers,  help,  and  assistance :  and  that  they  are 
guilty  of  impiety,  who  deny  that  the  saints  now  enjoying  eternal  happiness  in  heaven, 
are  to  be  invoked ;  or  who  sssert,  either  that  they  do  not  pray  for  men,  or  that  invoking 
them  to  pray  for  individuals  is  idolatiy,  or  that  it  is  opposed  to  the  word  of  God,  or 
that  it  derogates  from  the  honour  of  Christ,  the  one  Mediator  between  God  and  man  ; 
or  that  it  is  folly  to  address,  mentally,  or  in  words,  those  who  are  reigning  in  heaven.*** 

Now  I  need  not  go  over  the  case  minutely,  for  it  will  appear,  from  what  I 
have  given  from  the  Homily,  that  there  is  not  one  of  the  sentiments  or  opinions 
here  stigmatized  as  impious^  which  the  Homily  does  not  maintain,  with  the 
exception  of  one.  It  does  not  venture  upon  so  presumptuous  an  assertion,  as 
to  pronounce  that  the  saints  do  not  pray  for  men ;  but  it  does  say,  that  no  one 
knows,  or  can  know,  that  they  do ;  and  as  to  the  rest — every  thing  which  the 
decree  declares  that  it  is  impious  to  assert,  it  asserts ;  and  all  that  it  declares  to 
be  impious  to  deny,  it  denies.  And  so  again  the  Homilist,  and  all  who  sym- 
bolize with  him  in  this  matter,  fall  under  the  anathema  of  the  decree  before 
referred  to,  which  includes  all  who  oppose,  and  all  who  dissent  from,  what  is 
decreed. 

It  would  be  very  easy  to  add  to  these  examples;  but  these  two -are  enough 
for  my  purpose.  The  author  of  the  Tract,  in  a  letter  written  subsequently,  m 
looking  back  upon  this  publication,  acknowledges  that  there  was  a  vagueness 
and  deficiency,  m  some  places,  as  to  the  conclusions  he  would  draw  from  the 

*  In  exhibiting  the  difference  between  the  Decrees  and  the  practice  of  the  Church 
in  this  matter,  the  Author  of  the  Tract  says, ''  Anin,  the  Divmes  of  Trent  say,  that 
'  it  is  good  and  useful  suppliantly  to  invoke  the  Saints  ;*  they  do  not  even  command 
[Author^s  italics]  the  practice.**  This  seems  a  very  curious  specimen  of  the  effects  of 
the  habit  of  looking  at  every  part  of  such  documents,  to  see  what  loop-holes  they  pro- 
vide to  escape  from  their  pmin  meaning  and  purpose.  The  Decree  does  not  oommarui 
the  practice,  but  it  commands  all  Bishops  and  others  on  whom  the  office  of  teaching  in 
the  Church  devolves,  that  according  to  the  usages  of  the  Catholic  and  Anoetolic  Church 
received  from  primitive  times,  and  the  consent  of  the  holy  Fathers,  and  the  decrees  of 
sacred  Councils,  they  dilieentlv  instruct  the  faithful  concerning  ....  the  Invocation 
of  Saints  ....  teaching  them :  that  the  Saints  reigning  together  with  Christ,  offer 
their  prayers  for  man  to  God ;  that  it  is  a  good  and  u^ful  thing  supvUantly  to  invoke 
them,  and  to  have  recourse  to  their  prayers,  sucoour,  and  aid,  for  tiie  benefits  which 
''  are  to  be  obtained  from  God  through  Christ,  our  only  Saviour  and  Redeemer  ;**  and 
that  all  who  deny  this,  and  maintain  the  opposite  views  to  these,  are  guilty^  of  impiety. 
And  finally,  the  Anathema  is  pronounced  upon  those  who  teach  or  tnink  in  any  thing 
differently  from  the  decree,  ^ow  does  this  leave  the  practice,  in  the  mind  of  an  honest 
and  dutiful  member  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  much  leas  obligatory  than  if  the  Council 
did  command  it  ? 


The  italics  are  not  his  Lordsh]p*8L— £o. 
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to  remaining  where  they  were.  Bnt  few  had  so  reflected.  And 
even  those  who  had,  were  startled,  (as  often  happens),  when^they 
saw  the  process  exhibited  nakedly,  and  in  detail,  which  they  had 

premifles  stated,  and  ^  a  consequent  opening  to  the  chai^  of  a  disingenuous 
underatatement  of  the  contrariety  between  the  Articles  and  the  actual  Roman 
system..*  And,  for  this,  he  proposes  to  account  in  part  thus :  ^^that  the  main 
drift  of  the  Tract  being  that  of  illustrating  the  Articles  from  the  HomilieSy  the 
doctrines  of  the  Articles  are  sometin.es  brought  out  only  so  £eur  as  the  Homilies 
explain  them ;  which  is,  in  some  cases,  an  inadequate  representation." — Letter 
to  Dr.  Jelfi  I  should  think  that  those  who  read  the  two  foregoing  eases  care* 
fdUy,  will  be  of  opinion,  that  this  is  not  an  available  apolosy.  It  could  only 
be  SO)  if  the  explanation  of  the  doctrine  of  the  Articles  wnich  the  Homilies 
supidy  were  furly  brouffht  out  But  it  is  not  And  1  hare  furnished  my 
readers  with  evidence  (to  which  the  Tract  itself  will  enable  them  to 
make  large  additions,)  to  shew  that  this  charge  of  ^^a  disingenuous  under- 
statement applies,  without  any  mitigation,  to  tne  author's  professed  attempt 
to  exhibit  what  the  teaching  of  the  Homilies  is,  on  the  doctrines  condemned  in 
the  Article.* 

*  It  may  be  instraetive  to  give  a  specimen  of  the  efforts  which  are  very  pNerseveriii^ly 
made  to  indoctrinate  the  riniig  generation  in  the  Church  in  conformity  with  the  pnn- 
oples  which  the  Tr^t  was  intended  to  support  and  protect  The  following  extract  is 
from  A  Short  and  Eatp  Cmtechum  for  the  tue  qf  Yeung  Perwns  in  the  Church  qf 
England,  compiled  from  authentic  wurceMf  which  ia  described  in  the  preface  as  intended 
to  be  auxiliary  to  oar  Church  Catechism ;  and  it  is  said,  that  '<  throughout  the  com- 
pilation) indeed,  the  most  scrupulous  pains  have  been  taken  to  introduce  nothing  to 
which  a  member  of  the  Church  of  England  will  not,  or,  at  least,  may  not,  find  a  coun- 
terpart in  her  system  as  it  is  brought  before  his  eyes.  It  is,  of  course,  needless  to  sa^, 
that  the  standard,  according  to  which  the  questious  and  answers  have  been  framed,  is 
not  the  prevailing  practice  of  our  Church,  but  her  formal  requirements ;  or  rather,  the 
role  of  uie  Cathdic  Church,  as  admitted  and  attested  by  her."  Here  is  a  specimen  of 
the  ^  Catholic  principles"  which  our  Church  adtnitt  and  attats. 

Q.  Do  those  words,  **  Thou  shalt  not  make  to  thyself  any  graven  image,**  forbid  the 
m^fcriiyg  of  any  images  ? 

A,  No  ;  they  forbid  the  making  only  of  idols ;  that  is,  they  forbid  making  images  to 
be  adored  or  honoured  as  God,  as  it  is  deoUred  in  these  words,  *'  Thou  shalt  not  bow 
down  to  them  nor  worship  them.** 

Q,  What  are  we  commanded  to  do  by  the  second  commandment  ? 

A.  We  are  commanded  to  hope  in  €k>d,  and  to  love  Him  with  all  our  hearts,  and  to 
serve  him  all  our  days. 

Q»  What  is  forbidden  by  the  second  commandment  ? 

A,  It  forbids  us  to  worship  idols,  or  to  give  any  creature  the  honour  due  to  Ood*       ^ 

Q.  What  is  the  honour  due  to  God  ? 

A.  The  honour  due  to  God  it  a  supreme  and  tovereipn  honour,  which  can  be  given  to 
no  other  :  We  mutt  tporthip  Hhn  at  our  Creator,  Redeemer,  and  Sanct^fier.  [  I  suppose, 
though  it  is  an  unhappy  ambiguity,  that  by  *'  can  be  given  to  no  other,**  is  meant, 
ra^A/  not  to  be  given  to  any  other.  But  what  follows  seems  plainly  to  lay  down,  that 
we  cannot  pay  religious  honour  to  any  creature,  in  disobedience  to  the  second  com- 
mandment,  unless  we  worship  hiim,  her,  or  it,  at  our  Creator,  our  Redeemer,  and 
SancHfier — which  is  a  tolerably  extensive  licence  ;  taken  literally,  indeed,  I  suppose  it 
would  shelter  from  the  condemnation  of  this  commandment,  most  forms  of  idolatry 
which  have  ever  existed  in  the  world.] 

Q,  Axe  pictures  and  holy  symbols  allowable  in  the  Church  P 

A.  Yes ;  for  they  movingly  represent  to  us  the  life  and  passion  of  our  blessed  Lord, 
and  other  doctrines  of  our  most  holy  faith. 

Q.  Ib  there  any  idolatry  in  honouring  the  saints  and  angels  ? 

A.  No ;  provided  we  honour  them  only  with  an  inferior  honour,  not  as  Gods,  or 
with  God's  honour.** 

I  may  add,  that  since  this  note  was  written,  I  have  seen  in  "  The  Ckurchman'e 
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thought  oyer  in  a  general  way,  it  might  be,  with  bnt  feeble 
sentiments  of  disgust  and  alarm. 

141.  It  was  impossible,  in  the  first  place,  for  any  thinkmg  person 

Having  described  (p.  290 — ^293)*  the  proceeding  by  which  the  author  of  the 
Tract  enables  himself  to  represent  the  Article,  as  explained  by  the  Homily,  as 
leaving  the  ora  pro  nobis  an  open  question,  I  thought  it  unnecessarv^  to 
comment  upon  it.  I  think,  however,  that  it  may  be  useful,  perhaps,  to  exhibit 
it  distinctly ;  and  I  therefore  print  ih»  passage  from  the  Homily,  putting  in 
brackets  the  parts  which  the  Tract  leaves  ou^  without  giving  any  notice  that 
there  is  any  omission :— 

**  O  but  I  dare  not  fwill  some  man  say)  trouble  God  at  all  times  with  my  prayeTs: 
we  see  that  in  king^  nouses,  and  courts  of  princes,  men  cannot  be  admitted,  unlesB 
they  first  use  the  Mlp  and  means  of  some  special  nobleman,  to  come  to  the  speech  of 
the  kinff,  and  to  obtain  the  thing  that  they  would  have. 

[To  this  reason  doth  St  Ambrose  answer  very  well,  writing  upon  the  first  chapter  to 
the  Romans.  Therefore,  saith  he,  we  used  to  go  unto  the  king  by  officers  and  noble- 
men, because  the  king  is  a  mortal  man,  and  knoweth  not  to  whom  he  may  commit  the 
eovenunent  of  the  commonwealth.  But  to  have  God  our  friend,  from  whom  nothing 
IS  hid,  we  need  not  any  helper,  that  should  further  us  with  his  good  word,  but  only  a 
devout  and  godly  mind.  AnAroie  mper,  cap.  i.  Rom.  And  if  it  be  so,  that  we  need  not 
one  to  entreat  for  us,  why  may  we  not  content  oumeives  with  that  one  Mediator,  which 
is  at  the  right  hand  of  dod  the  Father,  and  there  liveth  for  ever  to  make  intercession 
for  us?  Heb.  viL  As  the  blood  of  Christ  did  redeem  us  on  the  cross,  and  cleanse  us 
from  our  sins :  even  so  it  is  now  able  to  save  all  them  that  come  unto  God  by  it.  For] 

^  Christ,  sitting  in  heaven,  hath  an  everlasting  priesthood,  and  always  prayeth  to  his 
Father  for  them  that  be  penitent,  obtaining,  by  virtue  of  his  wounds,  which  are  ever- 
more in  the  sight  of  God,  not  only  perfect  remission  of  our  sins,  but  also  all  other 
necessaries  that  we  lack  in  this  world ;  so  that  this  holy  Mediator  is  sufficient  in 
heaven,  and  needeth  no  others  to  help  him. 

[Matt.  vi. ;  James  v. ;  Coloss.  It.  ;  1  Tim.  ii.  Why  then  do  we  pray  one  for  another 
in  this  life  ?  some  man  perchance  will  here  demand.  Forsooth  we  are  willed  so  to  do, 
by  the  enress  commandment  both  of  Christ  and  his  discipleB,  to  declare  therein  as 
well  the  faith  that  we  have  in  Christ  towards  God,  as  also  the  mutual  charity  that  we 
bear  one  towards  another,  in  that  we  pitv  our  brother^  case,  and  make  our  humble 
petition  to  God  for  him.  Bui  tfuU  we  should  pray  unto  Momtt,  nmiher  have  we  any 
commandment  mall  the  Scripture,  nor  yet  example  which  we  may  eqfely  follow.  So  that 
being  done  without  authority  of  God^s  word,  it  lacketh  the  ground  of  faith,  and  there- 
fore cannot  be  acceptable  before  Qod.  *'  For  whatsoever  is  not  of  faith  is  sin.**  And 
the  Apostle  saith,  that  "  faith  oometh  by  hearing,  and  hearing  by  the  word  of  God.** 
Heb.  xi. ;  Rom.  x.  xiv.  Yet  thou  wilt  object  further,  that  the  saints  in  heaven  pray 
for  us,  and  that  their  prayer  prooeedeth  of  an  earnest  charity,  that  they  have  towards 
their  brethren  on  eartL  Whereto  it  may  be  well  anaweredy  firtty  that  no  man  knoweth 
whether  they  do  pray /or  utorno.  And  if  any  will  go  about  to  prove  it  by  the  nature 
of  charity,  concluding,  that  because  they  did  pray  for  men  on  earth,  therefore  they  do 

Monthly  JRetfiew^  for  August,'  a  very  full  and  useful  exposure  of  the  treacherous 
character  of  this  most  audacious  work.  It  is  clearly  proved  that  it  is  a  Romish 
Manual,  not  merely  in  principle, — ^which  every  intelligent  reader  must  have  seen 
without  he1p,~but  m  words ;  that,  in  fact, ''  the  authentic  tourcee*^  from  which  it  has 
been  compiled,  are  '*  the  Catechisms  of  Dr.  Butler,  Dr.  Doyle,  and  Dr.  Baines,**  from 
which  it  is  shewn  to  be  taken  bodily  to  a  most  extraordinary  extent,  often  with  scarcely 
any  alteration  of  the  language. 


*  Vide  supra,  p.  92 En. 

3  This  ^*  most  atrocious^  Catechism,  as  his  Lordship  so  justly  calls  it,  was  oriffinally 
published  by  the  Rev.  W.  U.  Richards,  Curate  to  the  Rev.  F.  Oakilsv,  Minister  of 
SL  MaryareVs  Chapel,  Marylebone,  It  was  sjpeedily  suppressed  by  the  Bishop  of 
London  ;  but  has  been  since  reprinted,  at  Oxford,  by  the  Rev.  W.  G.  Ward,  M.  A., 
Fellow  of  Balliol  College,  in  an  altered,  but  not  much  less  objectionable  form.  I  shaU 
have  occasion  to  refer  to  Mr.  Ward*8  Edition,  in  a  subsequent  chapter. — Eo. 
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to  see,  wiihoat  much  alarm,  the  advance  in  their  ftogveas  towards 
Borne,  which  the  party  had  made  in  a  comparativelj  short  period. 
How  far  this  was  to  be  set  down  to  a  rapid  development  of  their 
principles,  and  how  &r  to  a  more  open  disclosure  of  them,  it  was 
not  ea^  to  determine.  For  not  merely  were  there,  as  I  have  said, 
multiphed  evidences  of  a  politic  concealment  of  their  opinions  and 
feelings,  at  an  earlier  stage  of  the  movement^  but  even  so  far  on  as 
the  publication  of  this  Tract,  we  learn  that  the  same  reserve  was 
obewved  so  &r  as  it  was  found  possible  ;^  for  we  find  the  writer 
complaining,  even  then,  of  having  been  forced  to  speak  out  pre* 
mahirefy  on  one  point,  by  circumstances  in  his  position  in  Oxford, 
which  were  often,  he  intimates,  interfering  with  the  reserve  that  it 
might  be  prudent  to  adopt.*     But  whichever  it  were,  development 

modi  laan  the  same  now  in  hearen ;  then  may  H  be  said  hy  the  same  reason^  that  as 
oft  as  we  do  weep  on  earth,  ther  do  also  weep  in  heaven,  beeanse  while  the^  lived  in 
this  world,  it  b  inoet  certain  ana  sure  thev  did  so.  And  for  that  place  which  is  written 
in  the  Apocalypse,  namely,  that  the  angel  did  offer  np  the  praters  of  the  saints  upon 
the  gfJden  altar,  it  is  properly  meant,  and  oa^ht  properly  to  be  understood,  of  those 
aunta  that  are  yet  living  on  earth,  and  not  of  them  that  are  dead  \  otherwise  what  need 
were  it  that  the  ansels  should  offer  up  their  prayers,  being  now  in  heaven  before  the 
&ee  of  Almighty  (iod?  But  admit  that  the  samts  do  pray  for  us ;  yet  do  we  not 
know  bow,  whether  specially  for  them  which  call  upon  them,  or  else  generally  for  all 
BMn,  wiafaing  well  to  everv  man  alike.  If  they  pray  qpeciaUy  for  them  which  c»ll  upon 
them,  then  it  is  like  they  hear  our  prayers,  and  also  know  our  heart's  desire.  Which 
thing  to  be  fahe  it  already  proved,  bo^  by  the  Scriptures,  and  also  by  the  authority  of 
St.  Angustine.  Let  ua  not  therefore  put  ottr  trust  or  eonfidenoe  in  the  saintt  or  martyre 
thai  be  dead.  Let  ua  not  call  upon  them^  nor  deeire  help  at  their  hands  t  but  let  ua 
aiwajfa  lift  up  our  hearts  to  God,  in  the  name  qf  Jm  dear  Son  Jesus  Christy  for  whose 
sake  aa  Ood  hath  promised  to  hear  our  prayer,  so  he  will  truly  perform  t'/.] 

*'  Invocation  is  a  thing  proper  unto  God  ;  which,  if  we  attribute  unto  the  saints,  it 
ioondetli  to  their  reproach,  neither  can  the^  well  bear  it  at  our  hands.  When  Paul 
had  healed  a  certain  lame  man,  which  was  unpotent  in  his  feet,  at  Lystra,  the  people 
woold  have  done  sacrifice  unto  him  and  Barnabas  ;  who,  rending  their  clothes,  refused 
it,  and  exlKNrted  them  to  worship  the  true  Ood.  Acts  xiv.  Likewise  in  the  Revelation^ 
when  St.  John  fell  before  the  an^l'%  feet  to  worship  him,  the  angel  would  not  permit 
him  to  do  it,  but  commanded  him  that  he  should  worship  God.  Apoe.  xix.  Which 
ezamplefl  dedaie  unto  as,  that  the  saints  and  angels  in  h^ven  will  not  have  us  to  do 
any  honamr  unto  them,  that  is  doe  and  proper  unto  God." 

I  may  give  the  conclusion  from  the  entire  : — 

**  Lei  us  not,  therefore,  in  any  thing  mistrust  His  goodness  ;  let  us  not  fear  to  come 
befisie  the  tfaimie  of  His  mercy  \  let  y*  not  seek  the  aid  and  help  of  saints  ;  but  let  us 
eame  boldly  ourselves,  nothing  doubting  but  Gh>d,  for  Christ's  seJce,  in  whom  he  is  well 
ptoasnd,  will  hear  us  without  a  spokesman,  and  accomplish  our  desire  in  all  such  things 
aa  shall  be  agreeable  to  his  holy  will.** 

*  **  And  perfaa|w  I  may  be  permitted  to  add,  that  our  difficulties  are  much  increased 
ia  a  plttse  like  this,  when  there  are  a  number  of  j^ersons  of  practised  intellects,  who, 
with  or  without  unfriendly  motives,  are  ever  drawing  out  the  ultimate  conclusions  in 
wlndi  o«r  principles  result,  and  forcing  as  to  affirm  or  deny  what  we  would  fain  not 
eoBsder  or  pronounce  upon.    ........     Accordingly  I  left,  for  instance,  the 

portkiB  which  treated  of  the  Invocation  of  Saints,  without  any  definite  conclusion  at  all, 
after  bniiging  together  various  paooagoo  in  illustration.  However,  friends  and  oppo- 
nents diseoversd  that  my  premises  required, — ^what  I  was  very  unwilling  to  state 
filrgoririaHjr,  for  various  reasons, — that  the  era  pro  nobis  was  not,  on  my  shewing, 
neeeasarily  indiided  in  the  Invocation  of  Saints  whidi  the  Article  condemns." — 
Newmam'a  Letter  to  the  Bishop  of  Oj^ord,  p.  18. 

^  Mr.  NiWMAN,  in  his  Retractation,  publbhod  since  the  delivery  of  his  Lordsliip^s 
Charge,  has  thrown  no  inconsiderable  light  upon  this  point.     Vide  Appendix  B/ — Ed. 

H 
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or  disclosure,  the  visiile  adrance  which  the  morement  had  made 
towards  Rome,  in  a  very  short  period,  was  enough  to  astonish  and 
alarm  those  who  saw  no  cause  of  apprehension  in  the  first  steps  in 
the  same  path. 

142.  One  example  of  this,  which  is  so  important  a  fact  with 
reference  to  the  movement^  I  shall  give,  as  it  may  be  given  in  a  very 
few  words.  Mr.  Froude'^s  Remains,  as  I  have  before  mentioned, 
offended  all  who  were  outside  the  party,  and  many  who,  up  to  the 
publication  of  them,  had  been  regarded  as  belonging  to  it ;  and  in 
nothing  more  than  by  the  undisguised  admiration  with  which  he 
regarded  much  in  the  Romish  system  which  Protestants  in  general 
had  been  taught  to  view  in  a  very  different  light.  He  seems  very 
earnestly  to  have  desired  a  reunion  with  Rome,  but  to  have  felt 
that  in  the  Council  of  Trent  there  was  an  insurmountable  obstacle 
to  the  accomplishment  of  his  wishes.  We  have  seen,  in  consequence, 
in  what  terms  he  spoke  of  the  Council.  It  appears,  indeed,  that 
when  at  Rome,  he  consulted  an  eminent  Ecclesiastic,  upon  the 
terms  on  which  the  English  Church  (or  a  portion  of  it)  would  be 
received  back  again ;  and  that,  upon  finding  that  the  Council  must 
be  taken  toliole  by  any  who  would  return  to  the  Church  of  Rome, 
he  was  driven  to  despair  of  the  event,  feeling  the  condition  to  be 
impossible.  And  he  declares,  thereupon,  his  resolution  to  abandon 
reunion  with  Rome,  as  the  object  to  be  agitated  for  by  his  party, 
and  to  substitute,  in  its  stead,  a  return  to  the  principles  of  the 
Non-jurors,  under  the  name  of  "  The  Ancient  Church  of  England.""** 

•  VoL  i.  p.  306—308. 

'  This  declaration  was  made  by  Mr.  Froudb  in  the  year  1833.  Mr.  Palmbr,  in  his 
recent  Narrative  (1843),  bears  the  following  testimony  to  the  character  and  tendency 
of  the  movement,  as  developed  at  that  early  period. 

"  But,  though  thus  reduced  to  silence  <aBd  inaction,  I  was  a  deeply  interested 
spectator  of  the  progress  of  events.  I  could  distinctly  see  (and  with  regret)  that  the 
theoloey  of  the  Non-jurors  was  exercising  a  verv  powerful  influence  over  the  writers 
of  the  Tracts.  Collections  of  Non-juring  works  had  been  made  \  and  Hickbs,  Brbtt, 
Johnson,  Lkslib,  Dodwbll,  &.c.,  were  in  the  highest  esteem.  To  this  source  it  was 
easy  to  trace  much  of  that  jealousy  of  State  interference  ;  much  of  that  assertion  of 
untmiited  independence  of  the  Church ;  and,  above  all,  much  of  that  unfavourable 
judgment  of  the  English  and  Foreign  Reformation,  whidi  so  largely  chajacterized  the 
Tracts  and  other  connected  works.  The  Kon-jurors,  from  whom  those  views  were, 
perhaps  unconsciouslv,  borrowed,  had  been  pressed  by  their  opponents  with  precedents 
of  civil  interference  m  Church  matters,  at  the  period  of  the  Reformation;  and  their 
remedv  too  frequently  was  to  assail  and  vilify  the  Reformation  itself.  Their  separation 
from  the  Established  Church  also  led  gradually  to  their  discoverv  of  various  supposed 
defects  in  our  litur^  and  institutions.  Certam  ceremonies  which  had  been  prescribed 
in  the  first  Book  of  Common  Prayer  of  Edward  V  I.,  and  which  had  been  subsequently 
omitted,  were  represented  by  several  Non-juring  writers  as  essentials ;  and  their  views 
on  this  subject  had  been  partially^adopted  by  various  authors  of  merit,  even  in  the 
Church  of  England,  as  by  Whbatlsy  (in  his  book  on  the  Common  Prater). 

'<  Having  <&voted  great  attention  to  the  study  of  the  Ancient  Litui^es,  I  was 
perfectly  satisfied  that  the  Kon-jcrino  writers  (such  as  Johnson,  &c)  were  by  no 
means  qualified,  by  the  amount  of  their  information,  to  form  a  sound  judgment  on  such 
points.  It  was,  therefore,  a  matter  of  great  concern  to  observe,  that  their  views  were 
developing  themselves  in  the  writings  of  friends.*^ — Narrative,  &c.,  p.  24. 

This  testimony  of  Mr.  Palmxr  is  of  great  importance,  when  we  remember  the 
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And  the  strength  of  his  feeling  npon  this  point  was  further  evinced 
by  a  njing,  which  is  recorded  in  his  Remains,  and  which  was  cir- 
colated  very  extensively,  together  with  other  extracts,  of  an  Anti- 
Romish  character,  from  the  publications  of  the  school,  when  the 
object  was  to  clear  them  from  the  charge  of  a  leaning  to  Popery. 
Upon  one  saying  that  the  Romanists  were  schismatics  in  England, 
bot  Catholics  abroad,  he  replied,  iVb,  they  are  teretched  Tridentines 
nerywhereJ^  And  yet,  in  the  few  years  which  had  elapsed,  what 
bad  appeared  to  his  sanguine  and  not  orer-scrupnlons  mind  an 
iasnrmonntable  obstacle,  seemed  to  have  been  almost,  if  not  alto- 
gether, cleared  away.  The  detestation  with  which  the  Council 
▼as  regarded  had  disappeared,  and  the  impediments  to  reunion 
vith  Rome  no  longer  lay  in  its  immutable  Canons  and  Decrees,  but 
in  the  popular  belief  and  in  the  teaching  of  the  {:)chooIs ;  which  so 
manj  of  these  writers  held  to  be  a  bad  reason  for  separating  from 
ber  at  the  first,  and  which  they  were  so  little  likely  long  to  regard 
(if  they  still  regarded  it)  as  a  sufficient  ground  for  keeping  up  the 
separation.  But  be  that  as  it  might,  so  far  as  the  Tridentine 
Decrees  and  the  Thirty-nine  Articles  were  concerned,  there  was  no 
impediment  to  a  reconciliation — it  was  only  to  master  thoroughly, 
and  employ  boldly,  the  scheme  of  interpretation  provided  in  the 
Tract,  and  the  supposed  opposition  between  them  would  disappear.-}* 

'*1*age4Si. 

^The  sobsUnee  of  a  Letter^  from  the  Hev.  O.  Spencer  to  the  Editor  of  the  Univert, 

^  tbe  Catholic  movement  in  Ensland,  has  been  circulated  a  good  deal  in  this  country. 

^  there  seems  no  reason  to  doubt  its  genuineness,  the  portion  of  it  which  bears  upon 

wu  point  seems  worth  extracting  here.     *'  They  constantly  maintain,  that  though  the 

%tjr-iune  Articles,  which  are  the  confession  of  faith  of  the  Anglican  Church,  were 

«e  work  of  men  like  Cranmer,  infected  with  heresy,  yet  that  God  did  not  permit  tliat 

uere  should  be  inserted  into  them  any  declarations  abisolutely  contrary  to  the  Catholic 

^Ul    They  prove,  by  &cts  drawn  from  the  history  of  their  Church,  that,  ever  since 

^  pretended  Reformation,  this  Church  has  ever  had  within  her  bosom,  and  in  an 

BDioterrupted  succession,  Doctors,  Priests,  and  Bishops,  who  have  signed  the  aforesaid 

Aitides  m  a  sense  altc^ether  Catholic ;  still  further  they  openly  avow,  that  they 

*on>elves  have  no  objection  to  urge  against  the  decisions  of  the  Council  of  Trent, 

'^^i'  it  in  the  aense  of  the  Catholic  faith,  at  agreed  upon  at  that  Council,  that  they 

prptesB  to  understand  Uie  formularies  of  their  own  Church.     Lastlv,  as  a  proof  that  the 

"pint  of  the  Anglican  Church  is  essentially  Catholic,  and  that  its  formularies  cannot  be 

'^S^ed  as  implj^ing  a  formal  condemnation  of  Catholic  Doctrines,  they  point  to  this 
*«..«__.  *    .     .      ., .  totiio 

there 
^  _„ , — 1  pretty  much 

toother  letter,''  addressed  to  the  Editor  of  the  Ifnivert,  professing  to  be  written  by 


'jgncuods  pomtion  occupied  by  Hickks,  Brvtt,  Johnson,  Lkslib,  Dodwbll,  &c,  in 
«i  Tnctsrian  Catena,  from  the  first  down  to  the  publication  of  Dr.  Pussy's  Sermon 
on  TM  Buchariet,     It  is,  however,  much  to  be  resretted,  that  "  deeply  uneasy  as" 

J  ***  confesses  himself  to  have  •*  felt  on  witnessing  tuch  quettionabie  doctrine 
grtdittUy  mingling  itself  with  the  salutary  truths  which"  he  and  bis  friends  "  had 
?*oa»ted  to  vmdicate,  and  driven,  as*'  he  "  often"  was,  '^almost  to  the  verge  of  despair, 
jn  observing  what  appeareii  to  be  a  total  indifference  to  oontequencet^''—he  should 
»  H**  u  °  ™^**®®^>  hy  any  considerations  whatever,  to  remain  in  "silenee  and  inaction," 
wa  to  hold  his  peace  for  ten  Umg  ^eart  .'—Ed. 

•■  '■  These  Letters  will  be  found  in  Appendix  C— Ed. 
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143.  Such  an  advance  as  thig,  made  anj  further  advance  cre- 
dible ;*  and  the  process  by  which  it  was  justified,  made  any  further 
advance  easy.-f     And  both,  not  unnaturally,  excited  very  general 

'^  a  young  Mefmber  of  the  UmTersity  of  Oxford/*  and  dated,  **  Oxfoid,  Pafleion  Sunday, 
1841/*  was  reprinted  in  the  Catkclio  Magaxme  for  May  in  the  same  year,  in  which  it  is 
aaid  that  ''the  Editor  of  the  Univef  vouches  for  its  authenticity.**  I  believe,  in  fact, 
that  the  author  is  now  well  known.  It  furnishes  the  following  extract  upon  the  samo 
point.  **  Mr.  Newman,  one  of  our  theologians,  published  a  few  days  since,  the  90th 
Number  of  the  'Tracts  for  the  Times,*  in  whioii  be  designs  to  demonstrate  that  the 
Church  of  Rome  has  fallen  into  no  fonnal  error  in  the  Council  of  Trent ;  that  the 
Invocations  of  the  Saints,  (the  ora  pro  nobis,  for  example,)  pumtory,  and  the  supre- 
macy of  the  Holv  See  of  Kome,  are  in  no  way  contrary  to  the  Cath<&o  traditioiMi,  or 
even  to  our  authorized  formuhiries:  in  fine,  that  the  dogma  of  ti«nsubetiaitiatioQ 
should  be  no  obstacle  to  the  union  of  Churches,  as  in  this  article  there  is  onlv  a  verbal 
difference  between  them.  At  the  same  time,  that  he  is  but  little  satisfiea  witli  our 
Thirty-nine  Articles ;  although  he  maintains  throughout  tiiat  the  providence  of  God 
hindered  the  Reformers  from  openly  inserting  in  them  the  Protestant  dognuM  to  which 
they  were  but  too  much  attached.  You  will  perceive,  sir,  all  the  importance  of  those 
opinions  ;  and  the  more  so,  as  they  are  not  the  opinions  of  an  isolated  theologian.  I 
can  assure  you,  that,  at  the  same  time  that  an  oppomtion  was  raised  by  the  eldeer 
Members  of  the  University,  (as  mifht  be  expected,  seeing  that  they  Uved  under  the 
light  of  the  eighteenth  century,)  that  very  opposition  gave  me  an  opportunity  of 
observing,  that  even  the  most  moderate  of  the  CathoUo  puiy  at  Oxford  were  ready  to 
sustain  the  author  of  the  Tracts.** 

*  It  was  referred  to  at  the  time  by  Dr.  Wiseman,  in  a  Letter  to  the  author  of  Tract 
No.  90.  And  the  remarkable  change  which  his  views  upon  this  point  had  undergone^ 
was  gravely,  but  pointedly  pressed  upon  him,  as  a  motive  to  forbearance  in  the  use  of 
severe  language  concerning  those  portions  of  the  Romish  system  which  he  had  not  yet 
adopted,  but  to  the  truth  and  holiness  of  which,  as  past  experience  ought  to  teach  hun, 
his  eyes  might  be  so  opened  as  to  make  him  bitterly  regret  his  present  asperities 
towjurds  them.  The  fairness  and  propriety  of  this  <<caaritable  warning**  were  suffi- 
ciently vindicated  by  the  past ;  but  they  have  been  further  curiously  justified,  since 
these  pages  went  to  press,"  by  an  explicit  retractation  from  the  author  of  the  Tract,  of 
all  the  strong  and  hard  things  which  he  had  published  for  the  last  eight  years  against 
Home,  whether  with  or  without  his  name  ;  the  stren^h  and  severity  of  which  were  so 
often  referred  to  in  that  eventful  time,  as  proving  Umt  the  Anti-protestantism  of  the 
writer  and  his  party  was  not  Romanism.  This  palinode  was  given  to  the  public  in  a 
letter  to  the  Editor  of  the  Conservative  Journal,  in  February  last  It  was,  for  some 
unexplained  reason,  published  without  any  signature;  but  there  can  be  no  doubt 
whose  it  is,  as  in  the  body  of  it  the  writer  refers  to  a  work  published  with  tiie  name  of 
the  author  of  the  90th  Tract,  and  treats  it  as  his  own.  He  accounts  for  his  having 
ventured  to  use  the  language  which  he  emploved  in  speaking  against  the  Church  of 
Rome,  in  the  following  remarkable  passaee  :^"  If  you  ask  me  how  an  individual  could 
venture,  not  simply  to  hold,  but  to  publish  such  views  of  a  communion  so  ancient,  so 
wide-spreading,  so  fruitful  in  saints,  I  answer,  that  I  said  to  myself,  <I  am  not 
speaking  xny  own  words ;  I  am  but  following  almost  a  coruennta  of  the  divines  of  my 
Church.  They  have  ever  used  the  strongest  laneua^  against  Rome,  even  the  most 
able  and  learned  of  them.  I  wish  to  throw  myself  into  their  system.  While  I  say 
what  they  say,  I  am  safe.  Such  views,  too,  are  necessary  to  our  position.*  Yet  I  have 
reason  to  fear  that  such  language  is  to  be  ascribed,  in  no  small  measure,  to  an 
impetuous  ten^per,  a  hope  of  approving  myself  to  persons*  respect,  and  a  wish  to  repel 
the  charge  of  Romanism." 

t  That  the  meaning  proposed  to  be  assigned  to  the  Articles  is  not  that  which  those 
who  framed  them  intended  them  to  bear,  is  not  denied.  And,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
cannot  be  pretended  that^  the  sense  proposed  to  be  put  on  the  TVidentine  Decrees  is 
that  which  their  framers  intended  to  express.  Indeed  the  author,  in  his  explanatory 
letter  to  Dr.  Jelf,  says: — "Those  Decrees  expressed  her  [Rome's]  authoritative 
teaching,  and  they  will  still  continue  to  express  it,  while  she  so  teaches.    The  simple 

8  See  Nkwman^  Relractaiioth  and  Letter  from  a  Mkjuukr  of  Convocation,  Feb.  21, 
1843,  in  Appendix  D.— Ed. 
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alarm  and  indignation.  Bnt  with  whatever  measure  of  snch 
feelings  the  pablioation  was  received,  while  it  wm  regaV^idd'.aVc^ 
defence  of  the  author,  and  those  who  felt  with  him,  for  continuing 
Mioiaters  of  the  Church  of  England,  they  fell  far  short  of  those 
which  it  raised,  when  it  was  known  what  its  further  object  was. 
It  was  distinctly  stated  by  the  author  of  the  Tract  himself,  in  an 
apologetic  letter  which  he  was  led  to  publish,  in  the  beginning  of 
the  pamphlet-war  to  which  it  gave  rise,  that  it  was  written  at  the 
earnest  instance  of  some  whom  he  revered,  who  urged  him  todo  aU 
that  he  amid  to  keep  members  of  our  Church  from  straggling  in  the 
direction  of  Borne.  He  does  not  expressly  say  who  they  were  that 
were  in  danger  of  thus  falling  away,  but  little  doubt  could  be 
entertained  that  they  were  principally  the  younger  Members  of  the 
University,  and  those  who  had  lately  left  its  walls ;  whose  attach^ 
ment  to  their  own  Church  had  been  shaken  by  the  unwearied 
labours  of  the  writer  and  his  colleagues. 

144.  That  such  views  were  entertained  by  those  who  possessed 
such  means  of  extending  them,  and  who  used  them  all  so  actively 
and  perseveringly,  was  indeed  alarming.  And  no  honest  mind 
could  learn  without  surprise  and  indignation,  that  these  men  were 
not  merely  professed  members,  but  Ministers,  of  our  own  Church. 
Bnt  their  actual  success  in  propagating  their  principles  in  such  a 
quarter,  was  still  more  startling  tidings  to  the  many  who  heard 
them  fer  the  first  time.  It  could  not  but  fill  every  sound  mind 
with  still  livelier  indignation,  and  still  more  anxious  apprehensions, 
to  learn,  that  young  men,  confided  to  the  University  to  be  trained 
in  the  principles  of  the  Church,  had  been  taught  so  different  a 
lesson  ; — that  their  ardent  and  susceptible  minds  had  been  so  acted 
upon,  that  instead  of  being  confirmed  in  the  feelings  of  reverence 
and  attachment  to  th,eir  own  Church,  with  which  they  had  begun 
their  course,  they  now  needed  the  sophistry  of  this  Tract  to  keep 
them  within  its  pale.  But  it  was  still  worse  to  know  that  they 
were  capable  of  making  use  of  it. 

145.  I  repeat  it  deliberately,  that  distressing  and  alarming  as  it 
was  to  find,  that  a  portion  of  the  flower  and  hope  of  the  country 
had  had  their  Protestatjt  principles  so  shaken  by  those  who  should 
have  established  them,  that  they  now  stood  in  actual  need  of  this 
nogiilar  Preservative  irom  Popery ;  it  was  still  more  distressing 
and  alarming  to  learn,  that  their  honesty  had  been  so  tainted  in  the 

waHaaa  ie,  whether  taken  hy  thetMdves  in  the  mere  letter,  they  express  it ;  whether,  in 
net,  Ofther  senses,  short  of  die  sense  eoaveyed  in  the  present  authoritatiye  teaching  of 
the  Samisfa  Church,  will  not  fulfil  their  letter,  and  may  not  now  eren,  in  point  of  iact, 
he  held  in  that  Church.  "->p.  4.  So  far  as  the  Tract  itself  was  concerned,  it  might, 
perhaM,  be  doubtful,  whether  the  new  scheme  of  interpretation,  which  it  provides,  was 
utended  to  shew  those  who  hold  the  substance  of  the  Articles,  that  they  may  assent 
to  the  letter  of  the  Decrees  \  or  those  who  hold  the  substance  of  the  Decrees,  that 
they  may  subscribe  to  the  letter  of  the  Articles.  From  the  circumstances,  we  presume 
that  the  latter  was  the  real  object.  But,  indeed,  it  is  evidently  equally  capable  of 
being  employed  to  enable  a  man,  who  believes  neither,  to  assent  to  both. 
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procegs,  ^  that  they. -vere  capable  of  employing  it, — that  one  who 
'i]Xae(6a^b^|l«'&iipj^^  have  known  intimately  the  minds  on 

whicH  he  *had*  exercised  so  baleful  an  influence,  should  have  been 
able  to  calculate  on  their  readiness  to  avail  themselves  of  such  a 
mode  of  escape  from  the  fair  force  of  the  most  solemn  and  sacred 
obligations, — hy  such  sophistry  and  evasion^  such  shiJU  and  contri-- 
vances,  as  a  man  could  not  apply  to  the  'cery  lightest  of  the  engage- 
ments of  common  life^  without  forfeiting  all  reputation  for  integrity 
and  good  faith  fi 

146.  Soon  after,  the  Board  of  the  Heads  of  Houses,  the  execu- 
tive authority  of  Oxford,  in  vindication  of  the  character  of  the 
University,  and  to  impede  the  further  propagation  of  such  prin- 
ciples among  its  Members,  visited  the  Tract  with  their  solemn 
censure.*  The  grave  and  well-considered  document  in  which  it 
was  conveyed,  after  referring  first  to  the  statutes  of  the  University, 
in  which  it  is  enjoined  that  every  student  shall  be  instructed  m 
the  Thirty-nine  Articles,  and  shall  subscribe  to  them,  disclaims  on 
behalf  of  the  University  all  sanction  of  the  Series  of  Tracts  with 
which  its  name  had  been  associated ;  and  then  proceeds  to  pro- 
nounce the  following  measured,  but  severe  sentence,  upon  the 
particular  number  which  had  attracted  so  much  attention : — 

"  Resolved, — That  modes  of  interpretation  such  as  are  suggested  in  the  said 
Tract,  evading  rather  than  explaining  the  sense  of  the  Ttiirty-nine  ArtideSy  and 

*  In  the  UHiveraity,  I  believe  that  attention  was  first  drawn  to  the  discreditable 
character  and  the  dangerous  tendencies  of  the  Tract,  by  a  letter  from  four  Tutors  to 
the  Editor  of  the  Tracts  for  the  Times^  calling  upon  him  to  make  the  name  of  the 
Author  publicly  known.^ 

i^    The  Udlics  in  this  passage  are  not  his  Lordship^s. 

The  yiew  here  given  of  the  character  and  tendency  of  the  principles  advocated  in 
Tract  90,  is  by  no  means  peculiar  to  the  Bishop  of  Ossory  and  his  Brethren  on  the 
Episcopal  Bench.  ''  According  to  this  Tract,*^  says  Mr.  Jackson,  in  his  Letter  to 
Dr.  Pusey — ^''a  vouns  man  who  is  a  Romanist  at  heart,  may  subscribe  the  formularies 
of  the  Church  of  England,  without  believing  them,  and  thus  enter  upon  the  ministry  in 
her  with  a  lie  in  his  mouth.  If  such  conduct  be  justifiable  when  a  man  is  appointed 
to  the  most  sacred  of  aU  offices, — that  of  a  Christian  Minister,  whose  business  it  is  to 
guide  the  people  in  the  way  of  truth  and  righteousness,  it  cannot  be  seriously  wrong 
with  respect  to  offices  of  a  less  sacred  nature.  Suppose,  then,  that  Ministers  of  State, 
Senators,  Judges,  and  military  and  naval  Commanders,  were  to  act  in  this  manner, 
taking  their  respective  oatiius  of  office  with  mental  reservation,  and  even  in  a  sense 
directly  opposite  to  the  proper  meaning  of  the  words ;  and  that  the  same  course  were 
followed  in  all  commercial  transactions,  and  in  all  private  contracts  and  engaeements  ; 
— what  must  be  the  consequence,  but  an  abandonment  of  all  confidence,  ana  the  dis- 
ruption of  society  ?  Principles  more  immoral  in  their  tendency  than  those  whi(^ 
Tract  Ninety  embodies,  were  perhaps  never  put  forth  through  the  medium  of  the 
British  press :  yet  that  publication,  with  all  its  flagrant  dishonesty,  is  still  allowed  to 
circulate,  and  the  parties,  whose  organ  it  is,  have  the  face  to  appear  as  public  reformers ! 
O  for  an  Engtidi  Pascal,  who  by  a  series  of  ^  Provincial  Letters,*  or  m  any  other  way, 
should  exhibit  these  principles  in  all  their  deformity,  and  preserve  the  mind  of 
Protestant  England  from  the  bane  of  such  Jesuitical  morality!** — Vmdieaiion  qf  the 
Tenets  and  Character  cf  the  Weeleyan  Methodists,  against  the  mUrepresentatians  and 
censures  qf  Dr.  Pusey,  ^c.     By  Thomas  Jackson^  pp.  100,  101._Ed. 

1  See  Appendix  A— £o. 
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recoDcifii^  sobacription  to  them  with  the  adoption  of  errors  which  they  were 
designed  to  connteract,  defeat  the  objects,  and  are  inconsistent  with  the  due 
obierranGe  of  the  aboYe-mentioned  statutes." 

147.  I  shall  not  attempt  to  advert  in  any  way  to  the  various 
pamphlets  to  which  this  celebrated  publication  gave  rise,  except  to 
saj  that  they  included  very  strenuous  defences  of  its  principles 
from  every  person  of  note  who  had  contributed  to  the  series. — 
Here  then,  at  last,  was  something  which  must  be  received,  one 
would  say,  as  evidence,  not  less  authentic  than  it  was  unequivocal, 
of  the  Rome- ward  tendencies  of  the  principles  of  the  authors  of 
the  Tracts  for  the  Times.  It  was  itself  a  Tract  for  the  Times. 
It  was  written  by  one  who  was  esteemed  the  real  head  of  the 
Tractarian  party,  though  the  popular  voice  had  assigned  that  place 
to  another.  But,  however  that  might  be,  that  other,  and  every 
other  member  of  the  party  of  an^  name,  had  come  forward,  to 
avow  and  defend  the  general  principles  of  the  Tract,  though  not 
subscribing  to  every  particular  position  in  it.^ 

148.  The  Tract  is  of  very  great  importance  in  this  point  of  view, 
^  an  authentic  declaration  of  the  principles  of  this  formidable 
party ;  and  perhaps  of  no  less  in  another,  that  is,  as  an  authentic 
defence  of  the  principles  of  the  authors  of  the  Tracts  for  the 
Times,  (considered  as  Ministers  of  the  Church  of  England,)  devised 
%  one  of  these  authors,  who  is  inferior  to  none  of  them  in  inge- 
nuity, and  countersigned  by  the  most  eminent  of  his  colleagues ; — 
vliich  may,  therefore,  be  fairly  taken  as  the  best  attempt  that  can 
be  devised  to  reconcile  their  principles  to  the  obligations  under 
which  they  lie  by  subscription  to  the  Articles  of  the  Church.  And 
accordingly,  I  believe,  that  it  was  conclusive  with  many,  who  had 


^  Imiiedistely  upon  its  eondemnation  hy  the  Hebdomadal  Board  and  the  Bishop  of 
^Md,  the  Rkt.  W.  Wa&d,  M.A.,  Fellow  of  Balliol  College,  puhlisbed  ''A  Few 
♦♦^©rdi,"  ^n^^  rubsequently,  "  A  Few  More  Words,  in  support  of  Tract  90."  Dr.  Hook, 
^^^  to  the  Biahop  of  Ripon,  deehtfed,  *^  On  the  publication  of  the  90th  Tract  for 
^  Times,  I  d«tennmed  to  point  out,  in  a  pamphlet,  what  I  considered  to  be  its  errors. 
°^  the  moment  I  heard  tnat  the  writer  was  to  be  silenced,  not  by  argument,  bfU  by 
^^^'^  onthorUjfy  that  moment  I  determined  to  take  my  stand  with  him ;  l^oause, 
"'T'Hth  I  did  not  approve  of  a  particular  Tract,  vet  in  ^neral  principles,  in  the  very 
f^v^eiple  advoeaied  in  that  Tract,  I  did  agree  with  him :  m  a  woxd,  I  was  compelled  by 
^''^'J^xtaaoes  to  act  as  a  party  man.  And  in  justice  to  one  whom  I  am  proud  to  call 
^7  niend,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  Mr.  Newman^s  explanatory  letter  to  Dr.  Jelf  is,  to 
^  mind,  perfectly  aatisfactory.**-.(  Letter  to  the  Bishop  of  Ripon,  on  the  state  of 
9^^  in  the  Church  of  England,  pp.  6,  6.)  Mr.  Kkbls,  wnting  to  Mr.  Justice 
wT^^ge,  deeUtfed  the  system  of  interpretation  suggested  by  the  Tract,  to  be  the 
J^i*^gitimate9  CaihoHo  exposiHcn  of  the  Articles  i"^  "such  as  cannot  well  cease  to 
rlf'*^^  men  have  eyes  to  read  the  Fathers,  and  to  compare  them  with  the  Articles,  and 
^^  ^  feel  the  duty  qf  Catholunty.'"  (The  Case  of  Catholic  Subscription  to  the 
J^jrty-nine  Articles  Considered,  Ac.,  pp.  7.  34,  36.)  Dr.  Pusbv,  writmg  to  Dr.  Jelf, 
^ntained  that  the  condemned  system  of  interpretation  was  "  not  only  an  admissible, 
^"f  most  legOhnate'^  one. — (The  Articles  treated  of  in  Na  90,  reconsidered,  and 
^  ^'^t^rpreiation  vindicated,  &c.,  p.  148.)  While  Mr.  Nbwman,  emboldened  by  the 
^^  Md  of  his  party,  put  forth  an  "  additional  proof  "  in  support  of  the  proposed 
l^[^  of  interpretation,  mtksewmd  edition  of  the  Tract  which  his^^otriA  Diocesan** 
^g<»M>nnced  <<  oijedimuMei^  and  ^*  likely  to  disturb  the  peace  and  tranquillity  qf 
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held  out  against  all  other  proofs  of  the  principles  and  objects  of  the 
party.  ^ 

[The  British  Oritic.] 

149.  At  the  recommendation  of  the  Bishop  of  the  Diocese,  the 
series  of  Tracts  for  the  Times  terminated  with  this  number.  But 
the  movement,  as  might  hare  been  predicted,  has  gone  on  since  at 
an  accelerated  rate.  The  party  have  long  possessed  a  most  for- 
midable, and  indeed  astonishing  command  of  the  press,  and  speak 
through  a  great  variety  of  organs.  But  the  one  which  furnishes 
the  fullest  and  clearest  evidence  of  their  steady  advance,  is  the 
British  Critic ; — the  length  of  its  articles  admitting  of  a  more 
detailed  and  orderly  exhibition  of  the  views  of  the  school  than  is 
compatible  with  the  character  of  the  less  deliberate  publications, 
magazines,  and  newspapers,  through  which  their  principles  are  most 
industriously  disseminated.  I  shall  give  from  its  pages  a  few 
specimens  of  the  recent  and  actual  tone  of  the  party* 

150.  The  contemptuous  and  bitter  passages  in  which  the 
Reformation  and  the  Reformed  Church  are  spoken  of,  were  very 
generally  felt  to  be  a  very  offensive  part  of  Tract  90.*     But  sub- 

*  The  author,  appareotly  for  the  opportunity  which  he  gains  thereby,  of 
sneering  at  the  Reformation  and  its  fruits,  pledges  himself  at  least»  (unless  he 
changes  his  mind,)  against  using  the  power  of  his  party  for  the  purpose  of  car- 
rving  such  changes  in  the  existing  Church  formularies  as  might  accommodate 
them  more  to  their  principles. 

**  Even  in  such  points  as  he  may  think  the  English  Church  deficient,  neyer  can  he, 
wUhmU  a  great  aUeraiion  qf  senHment^  be  party  to  forcing  the  opimotk,  t»  project,  of 
one  School  upon  another.  Religious  changes,  to  be  beneficial,  should  be  the  act  of  the 
whole  body ;  they  are  worth  little  if  they  are  the  mere  act  of  a  majority.  Ne  good  can 
come  of  any  chaoge  which  is  not  heartfelt, — a  derelopaient  of  leeliDgs  spriaglng  up 
freely  and  cahnlv  within  the  boeom  of  the  whole  body  itself.  Moreerer,  a  chaaee  in 
theological  teaching  inyolves  either  the  commi8Bi<m  or  the  confeesion  ol  sin ;  It  is  tSther 
the  profession  or  renunciation  of  erroneous  doctrine ;  if  it  does  not  succeed  in  living 
past  guilt,  it,  ipso  facto,  implies  present  In  other  words,  every  change  in  religion 
carries  with  it  its  own  condemnation,  which  is  not  attended  by  deep  repentaaee. 
Even  supposing,  then,  that  our  changBs  in  contemplation  were  good  m  themsehres, 
they  would  cease  to  be  good  to  a  Church,  in  which  they  were  the  fruits,  not  of  the 
quiet  conviction  of  all,  but  of  the  agitation,  or  tyranny,  or  intrigue  of  a  few ;  nniinred 
not  hi  mutual  love,  but  in  strife  and  envying ;  perfected  not  in  humiliation  and  grief, 
but  in  pride,  elation,  and  triumph.  Moreover  it  is  a  very  serioas  trat^b,  that  nersons 
and  bodies  who  put  themselves  into  a  disadvantaseous  state,  cannot  at  their  pleaaiire 
extricate  themselves  from  it.     The^  are  unworuy  of  it  i  they  are  in  prison,  and 

Christ  is  the  Keeper. TiU  we,  her  ehildren.  are  stiired  np  to  thu  religious 

eourse,  let  the  Church,  our  mother,  nt  still ;  let  her  ehildren  be  content  to  wok  in 
chains  ;  let  us  submit  to  our  imperfections  as  a  punishment ;  let  ns  go  on  teaehing 
through  the  medium  of  indeterminate  statementsf  and  ineonsistcnt  preeedents,  and 
principles  but  partially  developed.  We  are  not  better  than  onr  fathen^  let  ns  bear  to 
be  what  Hammond  was,  or  Andrews,  or  Hooker ;  let  us  not  feint  under  that  body  of 
death,  which  they  bore  about  in  patience,  nor  shrinic  from  the  penalfy  of  sins,  whidh 
they  inherited  from  the  age  before  them.' 

+  ^  Let  her  go  on  teaching  with  the  stammering  lips  of  anbigaoiis  fomulaxisB.**.* 
Firti  EdUian, 
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seqQ^t  pabiications  have  gone  far  beyond  it,  not  indeed  in  bitter^ 
ness  of  tone,  bat  in  distinctness  of  statement.    The  Reformation 

Tlos  exhortation  to  patience  bean  an  unhappy  resemblance  to— 

^  Good  f riendsy  kind  fnendsy  let  me  not  ttlr  you  up 
To  Buch  a  sudden  flood  of  mutiny.** 

And.  indeed,  one  is  often  reminded  of  the  celebrated  speech  from  which  these 
Hnes  are  taken,  by  the  way  in  which  weak  sedatives  ana  strong  stimulants  are 
intermii^led,  in  the  similar  descants  upon  the  wrongs  and  outrages  to  which 
Catholics  are  subject  in  the  Anglican  communion,  in  which  the  writer  and  his 
o^leagoee  are  so  fond  of  indnlgine.  No  doubt  they  know  very  well  what  they 
are  a]K>iit.  And  they  have  left  others  no  excuse  for  ignorance  of  their  objects. 
A  sane  man,  who  goes  on  sedulously  feeding  and  fanning  a  flame,  will  hardly 
get  cre^  for  any  serious  intention  of  keeping  it  down,  when  he  sprinkles,  from 
time  to  time,  parentheticaDy,  a  drop  of  water  on  iL 

But  I  win  not  comment  upon  any  part  of  the  passage,  except  that  in  which  it 
is  proaouBoed,  that  **  every  change  in  religion  brings  with  it  its  own  condemna- 
tion, which  is  not  attended  with  deep  repentance."  Repentaaoe  ft>r  what? 
The  anther's  purpose  seems  to  require,  fur  the  change  iUeyf,  But  though  that 
may  be  intimated  in  an  ambiguons  sentence,  it  u  too  flagrantly  unreasonable  to 
be  ezpfresslT  maintained.  And  if  it  be  meant,  repentance  for  the  sins  which 
change  i 


i  the  change  necessaiy^  one  does  not  see  how  it  could  fairly  be  used  for  the 
writei's  purpose,  supposing  it  to  be  true.  For  who  will  say  that  the  Reformers 
(who  of  course  are  the  persons  aimed  at)  did  not  repent  truly  and  bitterly  of  all 
the  erron  and  superstitions  in  which  they  had  shared  before  they  were  enlight- 
ened? Certainly,  their  joy  and  thankfulness  at  the  ^'change  in  theological 
teaching,"  which  they  were  the  instruments  in  introducing,  is  no  proof  of  any 
want  of  true  repentance  for  that  which  made  it  necessary.  On  the  contrary, 
the  deeper  such  repentance  was,  the  livelier  might  be  their  thankftilness  fotd 

But  it  seems  to  be  very  far,  indeed,  fiom  being  true.  For,  suppose  they  did 
not  repent  as  they  ought,  however  that  might  condemn  them,  why  should  it 
eoBdemn  the  change  itself,  which  they  brought  about  ?  May  not  that  change 
have  been  right  ana  needfiil,  a  signal  blessing  to  the  Church,  and  in  accordance 
with  the  will  of  her  great  Head,  though  the  principal  instruments  in  effecting  it 
were  in  any  measure  defective  in  right  feeling,  and  even  right  motives  ?  This 
is  too  obvious  to  be  insisted  on.  And  we  may  be  very  sure,  that,  should  the 
autboi^s  party  acquire  power  to  unprotestantize  toe  Church  to  the  extent  of  their 
denrea,  and  should  he  himself,  in  consequence,  experience  a  great  alteration  of 
Mniimeni^  he  wiU  find  no  difficulty  in  giving  very  sufficient  reasons  for  not 
wasting  until  the  needful  changes  can  be  had,  as  the  result  of  the  quiet  conviction 
of  all;  or,  as  the  development  of  feelings  springing  tq>  freely  and  calmly  within 
&e  bosom  of  the  whole  body  itself.  But,  of  course,  such  profesrions  are  not  to 
be  rq^dea  as  having  any  more  serious  purpose  than  enabling  the  author  to 
introouce  an  attack  on  the  cteformers. 

The  following  extract  is  a  Uttle  in  advance  of  Tract  90,  and  seems  to  make  it 
dear,  that  though  a  revinoB  of  the  Articles  is  not  absolutely  necessary  to 
enable  men  of  **  Catholic  views*  to  subscribe  to  them,  yet  it  is  very  needftil,  in 
order  to  presOTve  the  CathoBc  character  of  the  Churdi. 

**  We  thankfully  heUeve  that  a  true  Catholie  may  eonacientiouBly  subsoibe  the 
Articles  of  the  Church  of  England.  Still  there  seems  toe  much  reason  to  apprehend 
tiiaty  wiikoui  smne  more  strimgeni  test  cf  CkUholieUg  thorn  we  are  Hkely  to  obtain,  or 
ouf^  perhmpSf  fmder  ewistm^  eiroumstancet,  to  desire,  our  own  hnmch  of  the  Church 
muet  remain,  as  beretofiore,  (m  the  great  body  of  her  OMmfaers,)  the  apparent  repre- 
sentative of  a  very  different  principle.  It  is  hardly  to  be  hoped,  that  with  Articles 
more  or  less  of  an  'uncertain  sound,*  which,  without  absolutely  infringing  any  point  of 


106      PBOORESS,   BTG. — THB  RBFORMATION   A   DBPLOBABLB   SCHISM  ! 

is  described  not  merely  as  a  desperate  remedy  for  the  diseases  of 
the  Church  at  the  time,  but  as  a  fearful  judgment  upon  her  ;*  as 
a  dephrabU  *<?Atm.f  Of  Protestantism  generally,  they  say  that 
it  is  in  its  essence^  and  in  all  its  hearings^  characteristically  the 
religion  of  corrupt  human  nature.  And  as  to  the  EDglish  Reforma- 
tion in  particular,  they  profess  their  agreement  with  the  editors  of 
Mr.  Fronde's  Remains  in  the  sentiment,  "  that  the  lines  respec- 
tively of  Catholic  Antiquity,  and  of  the  English  Reformation, 
(except  so  far  as  the  genius  of  the  latter  has  been  overruled  by 
influences  extrinsic  to  the  opinions  and  wishes  of  its  promoters,) 
are  not  only  diverging^  hut  opposed.^    They  deny  to  those  who  laid 

Catholic  doctrine,  contain  so  little  of  espIicU  contradiction  to  some  of  the  less  obvious, 
hut  not  less  essential,  characteristics  of  the  Protestant  error, — ^the  generality  of  the 
English  Clergy  should  be  secured  against  more  or  less  sympathy  with  those  relaxed 
views  of  religion  which,  are  quite  certain  to  be  rife  in  an  intellectual  age  and  a 

commercial  country Protestantism,  in  its  essence,  and  in  all  its  b^iringSy  is 

so  characteristically  the  religion  of  corrupt  human  nature,  that  with  formularies  not 
varumUngumaly  exduaive  qf  it,  and  an  actual  administration  of  the  existing  system, 
tolerant,  to  say  the  very  least  of  it,  it  can  hardly  fail,  but  that  the  general  tone  of  the 
National  Church  should  remain,  for  a  very  long  time  at  least,  comparatively  unin* 
fluenced  by  the  efforts  of  a  few  individuals  to  elevate  it     This  we  say,  to  encourage 

patience  and  perseverance ;  not  as  intimating  distrust, Their  progress,  [the 

progress  of  'Catholic  principles*]  under  the  circumstances,  has  no  doubt  been  so 
extraordinary,  nay  (not  to  mmce  the  matter)  so  miraculous,  that  one  hardly  dares  to 
venture  upon  unsanguine  predictions ;  while  yet  it  seems  right,  on  the  other  hand,  to 
state  difficulties  at  their  worst. *^~3rt<i«A  Orifio,  No.  LIX.,  pp.  27, 28. 

An  to  the  Prayer  Book ; — it  is  acknowledged  in  the  same  article,  that  "  her 
Lituigy,  of  course  is,  in  its  essential  features.  Catholic."  And  with  it,  there- 
fore, it  would  appear,  that  at  the  time  the  above  passage  was  ^Titten,  it  was 
settled  that  Churcnmen  of  "  Catholic  views**  might  be  content.  But,  (without 
professing  to  know  what  may  have  been  said  in  the  same  publication,  or  else- 
where, in  the  interval,  upon  the  subject,)  there  appears  a  very  ominous  passage 
in  a  recent  number,  wnich  shews  how  far  the  Prayer  Book  is  from  being 
regarded  as  fitted  to  satisfy  the  ritual  wanta  of  the  Church,  when  once  it  is 
Catholicized  in  Doctrine, 

"  Conmder,  even  under  the  ordinary  view  of  that  holy  Sacrament,  the  series  of 
recollections  connected  in  the  religious  mind  with  our  Communion-office ;  and  we  shaU 
the  more  see  that  the  Prayer  Book  must  ever  be  the  great  external  bond  of  sympathy 
for  English  churdhmen  as  such :  on  this,  as  on  a  text,  must  be  engrafted  Catholic 
Doctrine:  on  ihU,  at  on  afoundatum,  must  be  reared.  Catholic  oeremoni^'" — No.  LX  V. 
p.  222. 

*  British  Oritio,  No.  LIX.,  p.  2.  The  writer  gives  this  character  of  the  Reformation 
with  the  kind  of  qualification  which  does  not  intimate  the  least  doubt  of  the  truth  of 
what  one  is  saying,  but  merely  a  passing  suspicion  of  its  prudence.  '*  What  a  warning 
to  all  after  ages  to  keep  sentinel  against  the  earliest  inroads  of  corruption  and  misrule, 
to  reflect  that,  once  upon  a  time,  and  no  very  long  time  ago,  the  Church  suffered  the 
seeds  of  fatal  disease  to  take  such  deep  root  in  her  existing  constitution,  as  to  entail 
upon  herself  the  necessity  of  a  remedy  so  desperate — ^we  hadalmost  said,  the  penalty  of 
a  judgment  so  fearful,  as  the  Reformation!**  And  he  goes  on  to  profess  that  he 
esteems  it,  ''when  viewed  in  its  leading  principles  rather  than  its  incidental  effects, 
and  in  its  common  features  rather  than  its  local  peculiarities,  as  involving,  in  its 
circumstances,  far  too  much  evil,  to  be  a  legitimate  subject  of  triumph ;  as  a  blessing, 
in  fact,  to  the  Church,  mainljf  in  that  it  uhu  a  visitation  upon  neglect,  and  so  is  a  call  to 
repentance, 

t  IHd. 
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down  their  lives  in  the  attempt  to  refonn  the  Church  in  England, 
the  title  of  ^^  Martyrs  ;^  on  the  ground  that  they  would  be  admit- 
tiDgy  if  they  gave  them  the  name,  that  they  died  for  "  the  Truth,^^ 
which,  they  say,  no  one  pretending  to  the  name  of  Catholic,  can 
allow.*  And  they  propose  the  following,  as  a  yery  perplexing 
practical  qoestion : — 

**  How  persons  cordially  believing  that  the  Protestant  tone  of  Doctrine  and 
thought  is  eeeentialiy  Antichrittian,  (a  class,  we  can  assure  our  readers,  by  no 
means  inoonsiderable,^  can  conscientiously  adhere  to  a  communion  which  has 
been  made  such  as  it  is  in  contradistinction  from  other  portions  of  the  Catholic 
Church,  chiefly  through  the  instrumentality  of  persons  dietwowing  the  judgment 
of  JtomCt  not  merely  in  this  or  that  particular,  but  in  its  general  view  of 
Christian  tmth  ?*f 

[Justification  by  Faith  only.^] 

151.  As  to  the  Doctrine  of  Juttijication  by  Faith  only^  they 
generally  choose  to  assail  it  under  the  name  of  ^'  the  Lutheran 
Doctrine  of  Justification,"  or  "  this  modem  theology,"  or  some 
such  title,  under  which  they  may  attack  it  with  somewhat  less 
indecency  than  if  it  were  expressed  in  the  common  form  of  words, 
which  our  Church  employs,  when  she  pronounces  it  to  be  ^'a 
wholesome  Doctrine,  and  very  full  of  comfort."  But  their  hostility 
to  it  is  unmitigated  and  unbounded,  and,  indeed,  seems  to  find  no 
adequate  expression  short  of  the  most  rabid  violence  of  language. 
As,  for  example,  ''  To  speak  as  if  this  latter  scheme  of  Doctrine 

*  "  WeU ;  what  we  say  is,  that  to  caU  the  earlier  Reformers  martyrs,  is  to  beg  the 
question,  whieh  of  course  Protestaaita  do  not  consider  a  question ;  but  which  no  one 
pretendine  to  the  name  of  Catholic  can  for  a  moment  think  of  conceding  to  them,— . 
viz.,  whether  that  for  which  those  persons  suffered,  were  '  the  truth.^  " — Briiith  Critic, 
No.  LIX.,  p.  14.  This  is,  amonff  other  thinn,  worthy  of  remark,  as  an  advance  on 
Mr.  Fronde.  He  said  of  one  of  these  honoured  sufferers,  (and  quite  bad  enoueh  it  was 
thought  at  the  time,  but  *  not  being  the  worst,  stands  in  some  rank  of  praise,*)!.''  One 
must  not  speak  lightly  of  a  martvr,  so  I  do  not  allow  my  opinions  to  pass  the  verge  of 
Eceptieism.  But  I  really  do  feel  sceptical  whether  Latimer  was  not  something  in  the 
Bulte^  line/^ftc—Vol.  Lj>.  262. 

i*  Briiith  CriHe,  No.  LIX.,  p.  29.  The  solution  of  this  difficulty  which  was  pro* 
poeed  by  the  editors  of  Mr.  Froude^  Remains,  is,  that  the  Church  of  England  is  not 
in  any  degree  pledged  to  the  opinions  of  the  Reformers ;  but  is  what  she  is,  not  as  the 
result  of  their  principles,  but  of  those  principles  providentially  overruled  by  various 
influences.  And  that  thus  while,  ''as  a  mark  of  decay  and  deserved  anger,  our  Church 
aeems  to  have  been  left  an  inadequate  image  of  antiquity ;  as  a  token  to  encourage 
b(^^  and  penitenoe,  and  labour,  it  was  not,  however,  an  untrue  image."  (Froude^t 
Bemamt.  Fart  II.,  Preface  xziiL)  In  the  Article  on  Jewell,  from  which  I  have 
already  quoted  so  much,  it  is  said, "  Mr.  Froude*s  editors  have  thrown  out  a  rope, 
whidi,  whether  trustworthy  or  not,  is  at  all  events  the  only  conceivable  means  of 
escape  for  persons  in  a  very  embarrassing  position  ;  and  for  this  act  of  kindness  they 
deserve  our  thanks,  however  we  may  pause,  as  is  very  natural,  and  even  pruden^ 
before  avuling  ourselves  of  the  proffered  aid.**  Besides  other  advantages  of  tiiis  view 
"  (f  i/  will  but  hcW^  they  notice  this  important  one:  "  Here  is  a  view  which  promises 
us  the  power  of  upholoing  Pope  Hildebrand  and  the  see  of  St.  Peter,  for  all  the 
Reformers  denied  the  supremacv  of  the  Church ;  and  of  ministering  in  copes,  for  all 
they  thought  even  surplices  of  tne  essence  of  Antichrist.**— ^n/i<A  Critic,  No.  LIX., 
p.  31. 

s  See  Note  7,  p.  43.— En. 
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were,  in  itself,  otherwise  than  radically  and  fundamentally  men- 
Btroos,  immoral,  heretical,  and  Anti*Christian,  shews  but  an 
inadequate  grasp  of  its  antagonist  truth  ;'*^*  meaning,  it  is  to  be 
presumed,  what  they  speak  of  as  "  the  great  Doctrine  of  Justifica- 
tion by  Worksi^  But  we  are  spared  the  trouble  of  attempting  to 
collect  the  proofs  of  their  hostility  to  it,  which  are  scattered 
through  their  writing,  by  the  following  passage,  which  explicitly 
declares  their  rooted  enmity  to  it,  and  their  just  sense  of  the 
importance  of  its  overthrow  to  the  success  of  their  labours  :f — 

*'  The  verjr  first  aggression,  then,  of  those  who  labour  to  revive  some  degree  at 
least  of  vital  Christianity,  (in  the  room  of  those  gross  corruptions  and  supersti- 
tions, which  have,  in  these  latter  days,  among  ourselves,  overlaid  and  defaced  the 
primitive  and  simple  truth,)  their  very  first  aggression  must  be  upon  that  strange 
congeries  of  notions  and  practices  of  which  the  Lutheran  Doctrine  of  Justifica- 
tion is  the  origin  and  representative.  Whether  any  heresy  has  ever  infested  the 
Churchy  so  haU^l  and  unchristian  as  this  doctrine^  it  is  perhaps  not  necessary  to 
determine  :  none  certainly  has  ever  prevailed  so  subtle  and  extensively  poisonous. 
It  is  not  only  that  it  denies  some  one  essential  Doctrine  of  the  Gospel,  (as  e.  $, 
inherent  righteousness  ;)  this  all  heresies  do  :  it  is  not  only  that  it  corrupts  aU 
sound  Christian  Doctrine — nay,  the  very  principle  of  orthodoxy  itself ;  though  this 
also  it  certainly  does  :  but  its  inroads  extend  further  than  this  ;  as  far  as  its 
formal  statements  are  concerned,  it  poisons  at  the  very  root,  not  Christianity 
only,  but  natural  religion*  That  obedience  to  the  will  of  God,  with  whatever 
sacrifice  of  self,  is  the  one  thing  needful ;  that  sin  is  the  one  onlv  danger  to  be 
avoided  ;  these  great  truths  are  the  very  foundation  of  natural  religion  :  and 
inasmuch  as  this  modern  system  denies  these  to  be  essential  and  necessary  truths, 
yea,  counts  it  the  chief  glory  of  the  Gospel,  that,  under  it,  they  are  no  longper 
truths,  we  must  olainly  express  our  conviction,  that  a  religious  heathen,  were  he 
reaUy  to  accepA.he  Doctrine  which  Lutheran  language  expresses,  so  far  from 
making  any  advance,  would  sustidn  a  heavy  loss,  in  exchanging  fundamental 
truth  for  fundamental  error.'^ 

162.  I  do  not  mean  to  engage  you  in  an  examination  of  ihe 
calumnious  misrepresentations  of  this  Doctrine,  by  which  the  writer 
tries  to  provide  some  vindication  for  the  viruleace  of  his  assault 
upon  it.  I  only  wish  to  lay  before  you  this  unequivocal  declaration 
of  the  principles  and  feelings  of  the  party  upon  this  fundamental 
troth.  And,  I  trust,  that  their  instinctive  dread  and  hatred  of  it, 
will  illustrate,  in  some  additional  measure,  its  special  importance  in 
this  contest,  and  quicken  those  who  hold  it,  to  a  more  jealous  and 
vigorous  defence  of  it  at  this  time. 

[Beunion  vnth  Eome.^] 

1 53.  I  shall  make  no  attempt  to  trace  regularly,  the  approximations 
to  Biome  which  have  accompenied  this  deepening  hostility  to 
Protestantism.     They  have  gone  on,  naturally,  pari  passu.    And 

♦  SriH»h  Oriiio,  No.  LXIL,  p.  446. 

f  This  passage  whs  published  since  the  Charge  was  delivered. 

t  BrUish  CrUie,  No.  LXIV.,  p.  390. 
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it  would  seem  now,  that  no  changes,  howeyer  gr^t,  in  our  Doctrine, 
or  worship,  or  discipline,  would  come  np  to  their  notions  of  what 
is  necessary  to  the  perfection  of  the  Church,  if  not  to  its  very 
being,  unless  thej  led  to  reunion  with  Bome  ;  and  that  upon  the 
most  Tinqualified  terms  of  submission,  which  the  highest  main- 
Uiiiers  of  papal  supremacy  have  claimed  for  the  Cnair  of  St. 
Peter.*  And,  accordingly,  eyery  obstacle  to  this  consummation 
lus  been  gradually  taken  away.  It  had  been  ostentatiously  stated, 
from  time  to  time,  in  the  Tracts,  and  in  other  publications  of  the 
writers,  that  we  can  have  no  union  with  Rome  as  she  is  :  that  she 
wui  change  iefore  we  can  became  one  again :  that  she  must  move 
Awanb  «#,  before  we  can  move  towards  her.  And  such  declarations 
were  confidently  referred  to  by  the  adyocates  of  the  party,  as  a  full 
answer  to  all  apprehensions  as  to  the  practical  results  of  their 
apparent  leaning  towards  Bome.  But  after  allowing  her  a  reason* 
able  time,  it  was  found  that  she  continued  what  and  where  she 
was,  and  that  she  gaye  no  sign  of  any  disposition  to  moye  towards 
Q8,  or  to  make  any  such  changes  as  might  facilitate  our  moying 
towards  her.  And  then  it  became  necessary  to  discoyer  that  the 
Hindrances  which  it  was  hopeless  to  expect  that  she  would  take 
away,  were,  in  reality,  no  hmd ranees  at  all.  And  this  work  was 
set  about  in  earnest,-f  and  has  already  adyanced  so  far,  that  it 

*  ThoB  they  not  <aly  say: — ^^Of  conne  union  of  the  Church  under  one  vitiUe 
S^^emmeni  m  aibstnustedly  the  most  perfect  state.  We  were  bo  united,  hut  now  we 
we  ■ot;**^BH/MA  Crihe,  No.  LlA.»  p.  2,)  hut  they  intimate  that  there  ia  some 
<l<wbt  whether  the  Ronuuiists  are  not  nght  in  regarding  the  want  of  this  union  as 
•biolutely  iatal  to  our  claims  to  he  a  Church.  "  We  trusty  of  course,  that  active  and 
riable  union  with  the  See  of  Rome  is  not  of  the  essence  of  a  Church  ;  at  the  same 
^0,  we  are  deeply  conscious  that,  in  lacking  it,  far  from  asserting  a  right,  we  forego 
as^^  priviWe.'* — Ibidy  p.  3.  They  ctmdemn  such  expressions  as  *<  the  blessings  of 
^ipaneipation  from  the  Papal  yoke/*  as  of  a  bold  and  undut\fvl  tenor.  They  treat 
*ith  the  utmost  scorn,  the  notion  that  they  ought  to  suffer  a  desire  to  maintain  union 
or  hesl  divisions  in  our  own  Church,  to  interrupt  the  pursuit  of  this  higher  object. 
"And  on  whi^  nngle  principle  of  Scripture  or  Tradition  can  the  position  be  main- 
^ned,  to  meet  the  objectora  on  their  own  ground,  that  unity  of  a  national  Church  is  a 
^ptiIQate  object  of  ultimate  endeavour  ?  Soth  Scripture  and  Antiquity  are  damorous 
^  earnest  mdeed  in  favour  <^  unity  of  the  Church  ;  but  is  the  English  establishment 
the  Chueh  ?"-^n^MA  Critie,  No.  LXIV.,  p,  411,  note.  This  is  m  reply  to  what  is 
^'inetimes urged  *' in  quarters  justlv  claiming  our  deep  honour  and  respect;**  viz., 
''that  those  who  feel  the  real  unity  in  essentius  existing  among '  High  Churchmen*  in 
EogUnd,  do  ill  in  troubling  such  unity  by  making  various  statements  about  other 
Churches,  which  cannot  but  give  offence.**  *'  But  we  answer,  that  it  is  not  only  amonff 
^>^h  High  Churchmen,  but  foreign  CathoUcs  also,  that  we  rec^nise  such  essentiiu 
?^ty."  Andy  in  fine,  they  acknowledge,  that  no  form  even  of  Romanism,  short  of 
t  Itivniontajusm,  comes  up  to  their  views  of  true  Church  principles : — **  We  can  have 
no  B^pathy  with  the  Gallican  party,  so  far  as  it  is  at  issue  with  the  Ultra-montane, 
^•tioofkl  theories,  even  the  Gallican  (which  is  more  or  less  the  theory  of  every  state  in 
^  Roman  communion,)  appear  to  us  to  involve  a  subtle  Eraetianism,  besides  be- 
tokening an  inadequate  estimate  of  the  fulness  and  freedom  of  Gtwpel  privileges.** 

-^0.  LX.,  p.  465. 

t  What  promised  to  be  the  most  formidable  obstacle, — I  do  not  mean  from  its  own 
oataie,  which  would  be  a  very  precarious  wa^  of  judging,  but  from  the  language  main- 
^Qod  by  all  the  eminent  Tractarians  upon  it, — was,  the  extent  to  which  the  honour 
4ae  to  the  Creator  is  given  to  the  creature,  in  the  worship  of  saints  in  the  Church  of 
'^'^^oey  and  especially  of  the  blessed  Virgin.     If  the  Church  were  really  guilty  of  idol- 
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cannot  but  be  apparent  that,  (when  their  desires  for  reunion  are  so 
fervent,)  these  men  must  be  kept  back  from  joining  her,  by  some 

airy,  it  would  seem  imposnble  that  we  shoald  reunite  with  it  This  would  Beem,  then, 
an  important  point  to  be  inquired  into.  But  Mr.  Newman  lays  down,  quietly  and 
incidentally,  a  oroad  eeneral  principle,  which  would  preclude  us  from  examining  any 
of  the  offices  of  the  Church,  to  see  whether  they  are  chargeable  with  this  guilt  or  not, 
and  which  decides  this  important  question,  independently  of  any  such  evidence,  and  in 
spite  of  it :  ''I  consider  its  existing  creed  and  popular  worship  to  be  as  near  idolatry  as 
any  portion  of  that  Church  can  be  from  which  it  is  said  that  *  the  idols*  shall  be 
*  utterly  abolished.*  ^ — LeUer  to  Dr.  Jelf,  p.  7*  Whatever  then  be  the  proofis  which 
the  public  offices  of  the  Church  of  Rome  mgv  give  of  idolatry,  they  are  not  to  be 
believed ;  for  being  a  portion  of  that  Church  rrom  which  it  is  said  that '  the  idols* 
shall  be  *  utterly  abolisned,*  however  near  she  may  appear  to  oome  to  this  crime,  she 
cannot  be  naliy  guilty  of  it !  [The  object  in  this  place  is  to  distin^ish  between 
the  Decree  of  Trent  on  the  subiect  of  images,  &e.,  and  *'  the  existing  creed  and 
popular  worship,**  on  the  ground  that  the  "  very  words  themselves**  of  the  Decree,  do 
not  affirm  or  recommend  what  is  believed  and  practised  in  the  Church  of  Rome.  But 
whether  the  distinction  be  satisfactory  or  not,  it  is  quite  superfluous.  For  suppose  the 
very  words  of  the  Decree,  of  ihenuelves^  did  affirm  distinctly,  and  enjoin,  idolatry  in 
belief  and  practice,  it  is  evident  that  the  prophecy  referred  to  by  Mr.  Newman  (Isaiah 
iu  18)  would  be  just  as  available  to  prove  the  Church^  innocence  of  the  crime,  as  it  is 
in  the  case  for  which  he  uses  it.  But,  indeed,  supposing  every  tiling  which  b  taken 
for  granted  in  his  applioalian  of  the  ])rophecy,  (which  is  a  good  dcAl,)  hu  inference 
from  it  is  plainly  just  as  legitimate  as  it  would  be  to  collect  from  the  fourth  verse  of* 
the  same  chapter,  that  there  never  has  been,  and  never  can  be,  any  such  thing  as  war 
in  Christendom ;  though  Christian  states  mav  go  as  near  to  actual  warfare  as  any 
kingdoms  can,  of  which  it  is  said, ''  Neither  sLol  they  learn  war  any  more.**]  This 
principle,  rightly  used,  would  be  enough  for  its  purpose ;  but  important  contributions  to 
the  object  have  been  since  made.  Thus,  with  reference  to  the  medieval  honour  to  saints, 
it  is  denied  that  we  have  any  right  to  pronounce  upon  the  question,  whether  it  gave  to 
the  creature  what  is  due  to  the  Creator.  We  may  believe,  if  we  will,  that  we  could 
not  use  such  language  as  St.  Bernard  and  St.  Bonaventura  are  known  to  have  used, 
without  encroaching  on  God*s  honour ;  but  to  say  that  it  did  so  in  them,  is  incon- 
ceivable boldnest,  ^*  Is  it  not  a  conceivable  hypothesis  (to  say  the  very  least)  that  holy 
and  mortified  men,  whose  conversation  was  in  Heaven,  may  have  entertained  feelings 
of  devotion  and  Xove^e,  g.,  towards  the  blessed  Virgin,  which  no  human  language  can 
at  all  adequately  express ;  and  yet  that  their  feeling  towards  our  Lord  snoiud  be 
altogether  different  in  kind,  and  indefinitely  stronger  in  degree?  Yet  what  worde  could 
they  ^m/  stronger  than  those  already  applied  to  the  blessed  Virgin  ?  What  wordt  can 
be  stronger  than  the  strongest?** — British  Critic,  No.  LXIV.,  p.  410,  note. 

Here  is  another  pregnant  principle.  And,  finally,  the  whole  subject  is  declared  to 
be  one  upon  which  it  is  entirely  beyond  the  competence  of  ordinary  Christians  to  form 
any  opinion.  ''No  one  who  has  not  fully  mastered  this  great  Doctrine  [of  the  ex- 
altation of  the  human  nature  hj  virtue  of  its  union  with  the  divine,  in  the  person  of  our 
Lord,]  is  entitled  to  any  opinion  on  a  subject,  which  many,  however,  treat  in  an  off- 
hand manner  which  is  perfectly  startling ; — the  question,  namely,  what  is  the  full  and 
legitimate  development  of  Catholic  Doctrine  on  the  exaltation  and  intercessory  power 
ofthe  blessed  Virgin.* — Ibid,  p.  406,  note. 

'  Since  the  publication  of  his  Lordship*s  Charge,  a  very  decisive  step  has  been  taken 
towards  ''the  full  and  legitimate  development  of**  this  "  Catholic  Doctrine  ;**  by  one 
whose  "competence  to  form**  an  "  opinion**  on  the  subject,  will  not  be  questioned  by 
the  British  Untie. 

The  Rev.  John  Hbnby  Nkwman,  B.D.,  FeUow  of  Oriel  College,  having.it  may 
well  be  supposed,  as  a  necessary  preliminary — resigned  his  preferment  in  the  Chur<m 
of  England^has  sent  forth  to  the  world  a  volume  of  "  Sermons  bearing  on  subjects  of 
the  day,'"*  in  one  of  which,  after  the  most  strained  and  fanciful  perversion  of  several 
passages  of  Holy  Scripture,  he  makes  the  following  assertion  :— . 

"In  thk  gifts  promisbd  to  thb  Apostlxs  after  thb  rbsurrbction,  wb  mat 

LBARN  THB   PRBSBNT   INPLUBNCB   AND   POWBR  OP  THB  MOTHBR  OP  GoD. Sormon  III., 

p.  43. 

Commenty  upon  such  a  passage  as  this,  must  be  altogether  superfluous :  it  may  not, 


CHRISTIS^S   DBDICATION   TO  THB   VIBOIN.  Ill 

better  and  stronger  reasons,  than  any  which  can  be  furnished  by 
the  shadow  of  the  differences  between  the  Ghnrches  which  they 

howerer,  be  amiBB  to  add  a  specimen  of  the  effects  neeeesaray  resultbg  from  this 
''derek^nxieiit  of  Cathofic  Doctrine." 

Tbe  following  is  from  the  pen  of  a  diidpie,  for  whose  **  extraragance**  some  little 
aOovanoe  ought  surely  to  be  made  by  those  who  know  the  sentiments  of  his  teacher. 
It  is  a  Dedication  prefixed  to  a  treatise  ^'  On  Holff  VtrginUy  r  with  a  M^f  aeeouni  ^ 
tbe  JU/e  t^  Si,  Amhrote,  (fnim  whom  the  Trad  it  derived^)  by  Albany  J.  CHaisTi% 
M.A.^  FeOmc  itf  Oriel  College,  Oj^ord.^ 

"is   HONOliSlC 

BSATI88ULB  BT  GLOBIOBI8S1MJB 

SBMPXRQUB  VIBGINIS 

MARIS, 

COLLBGn  ORIBLXN8I8  APUD  OXONIBN8I8 

PATRONS 

ISTUM   LIBBLLUX 

IN     LC7CXM     PROPBRO 

A.  J.  C." 

I  8ab|oin  a  few  extracts  from  Mr.  Christib^s  Lift  qf  Si,  Amhrote,  as  an  earnest  of 
vhat  we  may  expect  to  find  in  Mr.  Nbwman^s  forthcoming  pnblication,  **  The  Live*  qf 
the  Sainiey^^ 

**  He  offered  the  Holy  Saoriflee  every  day.^ — ^p.  12. — **  St.  Ambrose  pronounced  his** 
(the  younger  Yalentinian*s)  "fanentl  oration ;  in  which  he  promised  to  offisr  the 
Sacri^fiee  Jbr  the  two  brother*  as  long  as  he  lived.'" — ^p.  20.  '*  While  there,**  (at  Rome) 
*^he  cured  a  woman  of  the  pa%.**— p.  14.  '*  The  relique*  qf  St.  Oervatitu  and  St.  Pro- 
tamu  were  revealed  tn  a  dream  to  St.  Ambrose  on  June  18th  ;  and  as  they  were 'on  the 
vay  to  be  deposited  beneath  the  altar  of  the  Church  (now  called)  of  St.  Ambrose  the 
Greater,  Severus,  a  blind  man,  well  known  in  Milan,  was  brought  to  them,  touched 
them,  and  received  his  *ight.^ — ^p.  17>  ''At  Bologna,  a.d.  393,  St.  Ambrose  was 
pfesent  a*  the  translation  of  the  reliques  of  St.  V  italia  and  St.  Agricola :  then  at 
Florenee  he  dedicated  a  Church  with  the  relique*  qf  the  former.  This  Church  was 
built  by  a  devout  widow,  Juliana,  with  reference  to  whose  virgin  daughter  he  preached, 
it  the  dedication,  his  *  Exhortation  to  Virginity.*  Here  he  raited  a  child  to  l\fe,  and 
wrote  a  book  for  his  instruction.    (This  work  is  not  extant.)** — ^p.  20. 

'<  Oar  holy  Saint,  mighty  in  words  and  deeds,  fell  asleep  in  Christ,  on  April  4th, 

397,  on  which  day  he  is  commemorated  by  the  An^ican  Church A  few 

da^  before  his  departure,  Paulinus,  who  was  writing  from  his  dictation  a  comment  on 
the  44th  Psalm,  saw  a  globe  qf  fire  encircle  hi*  head,  and  enter  gently  at  hi*  mouth. 
From  that  time  he  ceased  to  dictate*' — ^p.  21. 

The  following  quotations  from  Mr.  Chrestib's  Prtface  are  worthy  of  attention,  as  a 
farther  **  development**  of  Tractarian  principles. 

«  .  ...  In  his  pubhc  instructions  there  was  no  topic  upon  whidi  St.  Ambrose 
dwelt  more  frequently  than  the  loveliness  of  virgin  purity.  Neither  did  he  desist,  when 
h  became  plain  that  many  were  offended  at  these  instructions ;  there  were  mothers 
wbo  forbade  tiieir  daughters  to  hear  his  exhortations,  and  fathers  who  opposed  him, 
bot  he  persevered,  and  the  seed  which  he  sowed  at  Milan,  bore  fruit  at  Bologna,  and 
the  surrounding  cities,  and  has  continued  to  bear  fr^t  in  after  ages,  and  in  distant 
lands,  in  an  abundant  harvest  of  virgin  souls. 

**  It  may  not  be  wrong  now  to  attempt  to  extend  his  influence ;  it  is  a  solemn  thought, 
that  the  pains  of  departed  heretics  and  writers  of  impurity  may  be  constantly  increased, 
as  the  venom  of  their  sentiments  corrupts  one  victim  after  another  *,  may  it  not  like- 
wise be  trae,  that  the  bliss  of  saints  receives  continual  accession,  by  the  communica- 
tion of  the  blessed  effects  qf  their  exhortations  to  truth  and  purity  ? 

^  If  so,  were  it  not  a  prize  worth  trying  for,  to  increase  the  bliss  of  Ambrose  ? 
Yes !  and  we  may,  in  return,  win  hi*  prayer*  for  u*,  itnd  perhap*,  through  them,  be 
made  our*elve9  worthy  of  thi*  high  grace,  which  »eem*,  a*  yet,  *ofar  beyond  our  reaeh.^* 
^pp.  26,  27. 

**  That  the  grace  of  Holy  Virginity  is  a  very  great  gift,  no  Christian  who  receives 

the  testimony  of  Holy  Scripture  can  doubt In  the  preeeni  *tate  of  the 

AngHcan  Church,  it  may  be  harder  to  acquire  than  eltewhere  ;  still  the  means  are  the 
same  as  they  were,  and  they  are  such  as  these:  abttinenoe  from  the  company  qf  the 
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have  allowed  to  remain  in  their  Greed.  Tract  No.  90.  shewed, 
indeed,  how  they  might,  if  thej  pleased,  remain  in  the  Ghnrch, 
how  much  soever  of  the  belief  of  Borne  they  had  embraced ;  but  it 
does  not  explain  why  they  should  choose  to  do  so.  And  why  men 
who  seem  to  have  extirpated  from  their  religious  system  every 
trace  of  any  thing  which  could  raise  a  serious  ejection  to  union 
with  Bome ;  and  who  entertain  so  high  a  sense  of  the  blessings  to 


other  aex  ;  that  covenant  with  the  eyes  spoken  of  by  the  patriarch  Job  ;  obedience  to 
the  Church's  rules  of  fasting,  top;ether  with  a  general  low  diet ;  an  earnest  coveting  of 
thai  most  excellent  gift  of  chastity,  making  it  a  subject  of  special  prayer ;  and^— «mmM 
that  it  could  be  addedj  with  the  hope  of  being  prcuitisedL— frequent  Confession. 

^  For  want  qf  thisy  there  is  great  reason  to  fear,  that  the  solitude  in  which  the 
young  among  the  Clergy  find  themselves,  leads  to  thoughts,  if  not  to  acts,  too  apt  to 
wean  ihem  from  aU  the  good  resolutions  they  have  made,  0/  irenouncmg  marriage. 

^*  One  more  consideration  may  be  added  ;  namely,  Uie  habitual  contemplation  of  the 
chastity  of  our  Blessed  Lord  Himself,  and  of  His  Holy  Mother. 

"  If  we  find  few  external  helps  in  ihe  present  external  provisions  qf  our  Church, — if 
our  churches  are  closed  against  us,  and  the  blessed  Eucharist,  where  we  are  made  one 
with  the  y  irgm  Body  of  our  Lord,  is  rarely  celebrated,  we  must  endeavour  to  fulfil  the 
Church^  requirements  in  private ;  and  in  so  doing,  we  shall  gain  time  for  prayer,  and 
be  able,  the  more  we  renounce  the  world,  to  prevail  with  God  to  make  up  to  us  the 
disadvantages  under  which  we  lie, 

**  Since,  then.  Holy  Yiivinity  is,  as  all  must  admit,  a  great  grace  whenever  it  is 
possessed,  so  it  is  equally  clear  that,  to  certain  persons,  it  is  in  some  sense  a  duty.  It 
would  pUonly  be  a  duty  in  those  who  are  described  b^  our  Blessed  Lord  as  *'  eunuchs 
which  were  so  bom  from  their  mother's  womb  ;**  and  in  another  sense,  it  is  ecclesiasti- 
cally and  in  the  abstrtict,  the  duty  of  the  Clergy,  not,  indeed,  by  Divine  obligation,  but 
by  Ae  unvarying  practice  and  repeaied  Decrees  of  Councils  from  the  earliest  times,  down 
to  the  division  of  the  Western  Church. 

'*  It  is,  indeed,  difficult  to  say  how  far,  in  the  Anglican  eommunion,  modem  habits 
may  render  the  infraction  of  the  canons  excusable,  or  even,  in  particular  cases,  proper. 
The  enforcement  of  a  rule,  specially  suited  to  a  pure  and  se\f-denying  Church,  may  be 
inexpedient  at  a  time  when  comfort  is  the  idol  which  we  worship. 

<*  It  is  plain,  too,  that  women  are  entitled  to  a  share  in  the  ofiices  of  the  Church,  in 
visiting  the  poor,  ministering  to  the  sick,  and  instructing  the  young ;  offices  finoDfk 
which  thev  might  be  in  great  measure  debarred,  now^  that  eeUbacy  in  the  Clergy  is  not 
recognised  as  the  rale,  until,  which  is  most  to  be  desired,  sisterhoods  shall  again  be 
formed  by  pious  virgins,  and  endowed  by  the  wealthy  of  the  land. 

**  However,  a  Church  where  there  is  so  much  to  justify  the  infraction  qf  such 
important  rules  appertaining  to  the  Clergy,  must  needs  be  a  Church  in  sackdM,  or  \f 
not,  ought  to  be ;  and  it  is  Mit  too  plain,  that  toith  the  loss  qf  celibacy  in  ihe  Clergy,  we 
have  also  lost  the  daily  sacrifice,  which  elsewhere  is  retained,  and  which  is  so  intimately 
connected  with  the  former;  for^  as  says  that  holy  Bishop,  St.  Siricius,  'among  tfa^ 
ancients  it  was  customary  for  priests  to  marry,  because  the  ministers  of  the  altar  were 
obliged  to  have  a  succession  of  the  same  family,  though  even  they  lived  separate  from 
their  wives,  during  the  time  of  their  ministration.  But  since  Cnrist  came  to  perfect 
the  law.  Priests  and  Deacons  are  bound  by  an  inviolable  decree  to  observe,  from  the 
day  of  their  ordination,  sobriety  and  continence,  that  they  may  be  well-pleasing  to 
God,  in  the  sacrifices  which  they  daily  (sic J  offer  to  Him.*  Peradventure^  when  (sic J 
the  daily  Sacrifice  is  restored  to  us,  the  discretion  (sic)  (Article  32)  of  our  Clergy 
will  lead  them  to  judge  that  a  life  of  self-denying  continence  serves  better  to 
godliness  than  that  course  of  life  to  which  their  inclination  may  dispose  them.'"-^ 
pp.  27—30. 

**  He^*  (St  Ambrose)  '^  teas  approved,  while  he  lived,  by  miracles  ;  and  a  patient 
hearing,  at  the  least,  may  be  demanded  for  one  whom  the  Church  has  canonized,  and 
whom  we,  of  the  Anglican  communion,  yearly  commemorate  on  the  anniversary  of  his 
birth-day  into  Heaven.^* — ^p.  31. 

I  dose  these  extracts  with  the  injunction  of  an  inspired  Apostle  :— 

^'Stakb  vasv,  thbrbfors,  in  thb  libbrty  wubrbwith  Christ  hath  mai>b  us 

FRBB,  ANB  ■»  NOT  BNTANOLXD  AGAIN  WITH  THB  YOKB  OK  BONDAOB.'* — ^Ed. 
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be  enjoyed  in  her  commnnion,  and  so  feryent  a  longing  for  them ; — 
why  they  continue  to  exclude  themselves  from  such  blessings ;  and 
to  subject  themselves  to  the  isolation  under  which  they  groan,  and 
to  all  the  perplexities  and  disadvantages  of  communion  with  a 
Church,  which  can  barely  be  proved  to  be,  not  schismatical,  and 
sot  nncatholic,  and  even  that,  by  a  process  of  interpretation,  of 
n'hich  it  has  been  pronounced,  by  what  they  acknowledge  to  be  the 
highest  authority,  that  it  is  so  subtle,  that  by  it  the  Articles 
may  be  made  to  mean  anything  or  nothing,^ — this  is  certainly  a 
question  which  may  well  perplex  simple  minds.  It  can  hardly  fail 
to  suggest  itself,  that  they  remain  in  our  Church  rather  for  her 
sake  than  their  own, — for  what  they  hope  to  do  for  her,  rather 
than  what  they  enjoy  in  her,  or  hope  from  her,  as  she  is.  And 
this  answer  has  been  given  to  the  question  in  quarters  by  no  means 
aafayoarable,  whether  well  or  ill  informed.*     But  whether  it  be 

*  In  ihe  Letters  refi^red  to  (page  99,  supra),  the  chief  reason  is  said  to  be,  that  the 
bameat  to  the  Church  will  be  more  abundant  hy  a  wise  delay.    Mr.  Spencer  says,.. 
"  When  the  Catholic  movement  first  began  to  exhibit  itself  in  so  striking  a  manner  at 
Oxford,  which  la  the  very  heart  of  the  Anglican  Church,  I  never  doubted  but  that  it 
was  the  sign  of  a  great  regeneration  about  to  take  place  in  our  country :  but  I  did  not 
Boderstana  the  position  which  these  learned  ecclesiastics  wished  to  take  up,  who  are 
now  giuding  the  most  influential  spirits  in  the  Anglican  Church.     I  was  weU  aware 
tlat  they  stiU  stronely  repudiated  all  idea  of  going  over  from  their  Church  to  our  own, 
bat  then  1  sapposed  this  objection  on  their  part  to  be  a  remnant  of  prejudices  which 
voald  natoraHy  lead  them  to  hesitate  a  considerable  time  before  taning  so  decisive 
z  step.     Indeed,  quite  lately,  I  still  held  to  the  idea  that,  in  a  short  time,  we  should 
see  them  prepaied  to  quit  their  Church  in  considerable  numbers,  and  unite  with  us  in 
iabooring  to  effect  the  conversion  of  their  brethren.     But  the  nearer  the  api>roaohes 
they  make  to  Catholic  sentiments,  the  more  resolved  they  appear  to  be  to  rectify  their 
I^sition,  fuU  by  quitting  the  vessel  as  \f  they  despaired  qf  its  sqfety,  but  by  guiding  it, 
together  with  th^aselveSf  into  the  harbour  qf  unity.'''' — And  the  '*  young  Member  of  the 
Univeznty  of  Oxford,'^  says,  '*  We  are  little  satisfied  with  our  position.     We  groan  at 
the  sina  committed  by  our  ancestors  in  separating  from  the  Catholic  world.     We 
experienee  a  burning  desire  to  be  reunited  to  our  brethren.     We  love  with  unfeigned 
affection  the  Apostolic  See,  which  we  acknowledge  to  be  the  head  of  Christendom,  and 
the  more  because  the  Church  of  Rome  is  our  mother,  which  sent  from  her  bosom  the 
Uessed  St.  Augustine,  to  bring  us  her  immovable  &ith.     We  admit,  also,  that  it  is  not 
our  formnlaries,  nor  even  the  Council  of  Trent,  which  prevent  our  union.     After  all 
these  conoesBions,  you  may  ask  me,  why,  then,  do  you  not  rejoin  us  ?     What  is  it  that 
prevents  yon  ?    Is  it  your  formulariee?    But,  according  to  yourself,  ^ou  do  not  look 
upon  them  with  a  very  favourable  eye.    Is  it  ours?     But  in  your  opinion  they  do  not 
contain  anj  error?**    Of  a  long  answer  to  these  questions,  the  following  passace  is 
most  to  my  purpose* — ^'^ There  are,  at  this  moment,  in  the  Anelican  Church,  a 
crowd  of  persons  who  balance  between  Protestantism  and  Catholicism,  and  who, 
neveitbelees,  would  reject  with  horror  the  very  idea  of  a  union  with  Bome.    The 
Protestant  prejudices  which,  for  three  hundred  years,  have  infected  our  Church,  are 
oohappily  too  deeply  rooted  there,  to  be  extirpated  vdthout  a  great  deal  of  address. 
We  most,  then,  offer,  in  sacrifice  to  God,  this  ardent  desire  which  devours  us,  of 
sedng  once  more  the  perfect  unity  of  the  Church  of  Christ.     We  must  still  bear  the 
terriUe  roid  which  the  isolation  of  our  Church  creates  in  our  hearts,  and  remain  till  it 
pleases  God  to  convert  the  hearts  of  our  Anglican  confreres,  especially  of  our  holy 
lathers  the  Bishops.     We  are  destined,  I  am  persuaded,  to  bring  back  many  wander- 
ing sheep  to  the  knowledge  of  the  truth.     In  fact,  the  progress  of  Catholic  opinions 
io  England,  for  the  last  seven  years,  is  so  inconceivable,  tl^t  no  hope  should  appear 
extravagant.     Let  us,  then,  remain  quiet  for  some  years,  till,  by  Ood*s  blessing,  the  cars 
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the  true  answer  or  not,  It  is  yery  distinctly  announced,  that  they 
have  much  more  to  do  in  and  for  the  Church,  and  that  they  are 
determined  to  do  it.  The  passage  in  which  the  future  operations 
of  the  party  are  set  forth,  gives,  at  the  same  time,  a  very  candid 
and  instructive  account  of  their  past  proceedings;  and  is  so 
valuable,  both  for  what  it  proclaims  and  what  it  confesses,  that 
though  it  is  of  some  length,  and  has  often  been  quoted,  I  shall 
repeat  it  to  you  now.  It  is  from  the  British  Critic^  which  has 
already  supplied  us  with  so  many  important  statements. 

"  By  clinging  to  the  authority  of  these  Reformers,  [the  article  is  on  Bishop 

of  Englishmen  are  become  aeeustomed  to  hear  the  name  qf  Rome  pronounced  with 
reverence.    At  the  end  qf  this  term,  you  will  soon  see  the  fruits  of  our  patience.^^ 

The  following  passage  seems  to  be  Intended  to  reboke  and  alla^  the  impatience 
which  is  naturaUy  felt  by  members  of  the  Church  of  Borne,  when  they  find  that  those 
who  have  been  so  earnest  and  forward  in  every  step  of  the  way  towards  them,  until 
they  have  come  to  Uie  last,  are  so  slow  in  resolving  to  take  the  last.  It  is  in  a  style 
which  has  been  brousht  to  great  perfection  by  the  writers  of  this  school,''  in  which 
they  are  able  to  say  all  that  uiey  want  to  sajr,  and,  at  the  same  time,  make  provision 
to  shelter  themselves  from  its  full  responsibility.  "  Thus,  as  one  instance  of  wliat  we 
mean,  the  disproportioned  anxiety  they  appear  to  manifest /or  the  immediate  transfer  of 
individttals  to  their  ranks,  must  result  either  from  a  shallow  philosophy,  or,  more 
probably, /rom  ignorance  qf  the  real  state  qf  things  among  ourselves.  We  are,  of  course, 
not  wisliing  them  to  lay  aside  their  opinion,  that  union  ^ith  Rome  is,  in  Ae  abstract, 
essential,  and  is  the  natural  corona  of  holy  Uving,  (because  we  are  addressing  them  on 

their  own  grounds) ;  rather  they  seem  not  to  feci  this  as  so  certain They 

seem  almost  to  rejoice  more  over  the  accessions  to  their  number,  caused  by  mere 
argument,  or  mere  imagination,  than  over  all  the  indications,  now  so  general,  of 
reviving  earnestness,  which  (we  are  arguing  all  along  on  their  own  principles)  would 
seem  to  promise  a  fur  more  plentiful,  and  incomparably  more  valuable  reinforcement.^* 
— British  Critic,  No.  LXIL,  p.  294.  And  the  author  gives,  soon  after,  this  guarded 
but  very  significant  sentence  : — **  We  repeat,  we  are  speaking  ad  homines  ;  our  own 
opinion,  as  we  have  before  expressed,  is,  that  individuals  woidd  at  present  act  (in  the 
abstract)  quite  unwarrantably  in  leaving  us  for  Rome." 


7  This  style  has  been  strikingly  exemplified  by  Mr.  Nbwman,  in  hia  recent  Sermone 
bearing  on  the  Subjects  of  the  Day : — *•*  Let  it  be  borne  in  mind,  that  even  if  an 
individual  who  is  tempted  to  leave  us,  has  no  experience  of  the  feeling  himself,**  (the 
feeling,  that  is,  of  attachment  to  our  own  communion,)  "  yet  the  mere  fact  that  others 
around  us  bear  witness  to  it,  should  wei^h  with  himself,  and  he  should  guide 
himself,  at  least  for  a  while,  by  the  direction  thus  given  to  his  brethren.  Let  us 
beware  of  turning  a  deaf  ear  to  what  may  prove  to  be  a  Divine  token  ;  let  us  not  do 
despite  to  a  Divine  privilege.  Anpels  are  our  guardians  \  Angels  surely  stand  in  our 
way,  in  mercy,  not  in  wrath.  Angels  warn  us  back.  Let  us  obey  the  warning. 
When  St.  Peter  was  fleeing  from  Rome,  shortly  before  his  martyrdom,  Jesus  Christ 
met  him  at  the  gate,  as  if  entering  the  city ;  and  the  Apostle  understood  that  he  was  to 
return.  When  the  Christians  were  to  flee  from  Jerusalem,  Angels  went  first,  crying 
one  to  another, '  Let  us  depart  hence.*  Let  us  fear  to  go  before,  or  to  fall  behind,  tho 
pillar  of  the  cloud  in  the  wilderness,  the  Presence  of '  God  and  the  Loid  Jesus  Christ, 
and  the  Elect  Angels.*  ** 

The  foregoing  extract  is  from  the  Sermon  on  the  '*  Outward  and  Inward  Notes  q/* 
the  Church,*'^p]^.  386,387.  It  is  in  this  Sermon  that  Mr.  Nbwman  observes^  <<  Alas ! 
I  cannot  deny  that  the  outufard  notes  of  the  Church  are  partly  gone  from  us,  and  partly 
going  ;**  alluding,  as  he  states,  *'to  the  then  recent  appointment  of  an  Anglican  Bishop 
at  Jerusalem,''^  against  which  he  utters  the  solemn  imprecation,  to  which  I  have  else- 
where referred: — *^May  that  mbasurb  uttbrly  pail,  and  comb  to  nought,  and  bjs 
AS  though  it  bad  nbvbr  bbbnT* — ^pp.  378,379. 

"  I  wot  that  he  whom  thou  cursest  is  cursed,**  said  Balak,  king  of  Moab,  to  the 
false  Prophet  of  Midian :  it  is  some  satisfaction  to  reflect,  that  there  is  nothing  to 
justify  a  similar  confidence  in  Mr.  Nbwman*s  malediction ! — Ed. 
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Jewel,]  as  individualfl,  are  we  not  dealing  unfiiirly  both  with  Proteitanls,  and 
Qther  branches  of  the  Catholic  Church  ?  Are  we  not  holding  out  false  colours  to 
the  former,  and  drawing  them  near  us  only  in  the  end  to  be  alienated  from  us 
more  conapletely  than  ever.  On  the  other  hand,  are  we  not  cutting  ourselves  off 
from  the  latter,  (who  are  our  natural  allies,)  by  making  cofmman  cauie  with  a  set 
#f  wriiert^  with  whamj  in  such  measure  as  we  have  iwhibed  the  true  Catholic 
spirii^  are  can  have  no  sort  of  sympathy  f  Meanwhile,  to  the  unpngudiced 
ioquirers  alter  truth,  (a  large  and  growing  number,)  are  we  not,  until  we  have 
shaken  off  such  auxiliaries  as  these,  exhibiting  a  very  distorted  and  unreal 
rejiresentation  of  the  Catholicism  to  which  we  desire  to  attract  them  ;  holding 
before  them  a  phantom  which  will  elude  their  grasp,  a  light  which  will  cheat 
their  pursait,  unsettling  their  early  prepossessions,  without  affording  a  complete 
and  satisfactory  equivalent;  disquieting  them  in  their  present  home,  without 
furnishing  them  even  with  a  shelter  ?  This  should  be  well  considered.  It  ought 
not  to  be  for  nothing ;  no,  nor  for  anything  short  of  some  very  vital  truth ; 
some  truth  not  to  be  rejected  without  fatal  error,  nor  embraced  without  radical 
change  ;  that  persons  of  name  and  influence  should  venture  upon  the  part  of 
'  ecclesiastical  agitators  ;'  intrude  upon  the  peace  of  the  contented,  ana  raise 
doubts  in  the  minds  of  the  uncomplaining ;  vex  the  Church  with  controversy, 
alarm  serious  men,  and  interrupt  the  established  order  of  things  ;  *  set  the  father 
against  the  son,  and  the  mother  against  the  daughter ;'  and  lead  the  taught  to 
say,  *  I  have  more  understanding  than  my  teachers.'  All  this  has  bkbk 
DoxE  ;  and  all  this  is  worth  hazarding  in  a  matter  of  life  and  death ;  much  of  it 
is  predicted  as  the  characteristic  result,  and  therefore  the  sure  criterion,  of  the 
troth.  An  object  thus  momentous,  we  believe  to  be  the  unprotestantizinff,  ^to 
use  an  ofiensive,  but  forcible  word,)  of  the  national  Church  ;  and  accordingly, 
we  are  ready  to  endure,  however  we  may  lament,  the  undeniable,  and  in  them- 
selves disastrous  effects  of  the  pending  controversy.  But  if,  after  all,  we  are  not 
to  be  carried  above  the  doctrine  and  tone  of  the  English  Reformers ;  if  we  are 
to  exchange  a  congenial  enthusiasm  for  a  timid  moderation,  a  vigorous  extreme 
for  an  unreal  mean,  an  energetic  Protestantism  for  a  stiff  and  negative  Angli- 
canism, we  see  but  poor  compensation  for  so  extensive  and  irreparable  a  breach 
of  peace  and  charity.  The  object,  important  as  it  may  be  in  itself,  is  quite 
ioadeouate  to  the  sacrifice. 

**  We  cannot  stand  where  we  are  ;  we  must  go  backwards  or  forwards ;  and  it 
win  sorelr  be  the  latter.  It  is  absolutely  necessary  towards  the  consistency  of  the 
sy«tem  which  certain  parties  are  labouring  to  restore,  that  truths  should  be  clearly 
staled^  which  as  yet  have  been  but  intimated^  and  others  developed  which  are 
now  but  in  germ.  And  as  we  go  on,  we  must  recede  more  and  more  from 
the  prindplesy  if  any  such  there  be,  of  the  English  Reformation.'** 

*  British  Critic,  No.  LIX.,  p.  45.    In  the  conise  of  this  year  (1843),  an  article 
appeared,  in  the  same  periodical,  on  some  recent  Episcopal  Cliarges,  for  which  they 
profesB  to  be  able  to  render  the  humblest  and  most  reverential  acknowledgments. 
**  Ctco  by  the  admisaioiiB  and  the  very  complaints  of  those  persons  who  are  most 
opposed  to  us,  the  general  tenor  of  the  Charges  delivered  during  the  past  year  has 
been,  in  a  most  auprecedented  decree,  in  favour  of  Catholic  views.     ...... 

It  has,  indeed,  been  most  gratifying;  and  we  beg  to  assure  our  friends,  we  most 
eotirely  partake  of  the  solicitude  some  of  them  have  expressed,  that  so  far  as  this 
periodical  is  concerned,  nothing  may  be  done  to  forfeit  such  high  and  encouraging 
testnnonies.^*  I  onlv  give  this  extract  for  the  promise  of  moderation  which  it  contains, 
and  which,  combined  with  the  special  reason  assigned  for  making  the  promise,  seems 
to  give  security  that  the  article  will  be  as  moderate  as  it  can  be  inade.  It  is,  in  this 
point  of  riew,  peculiarly  interesting.  I  shall  give  a  few  extracts  from  it.  After 
maintaining  that  there  is  a  necessitv  for  a  further  development  of  Catholicism  in  our 
Cfaarch,  to  meet  the  development  of  its  Protestantism,  which  it  asserts  is  constantly 
going  on,  it  is  said:  '^  By  some  it  will  be  deemed  that  there  is  no  such  conflict  as  that 
alleged  between  Catholicism  and  Protestantism,  and,  therefore,  no  such  apparent 
neeessity  for  a  movement  or  development ;  and  that  the  qaestion  really  lies  between 
the  enors  of  Romanism  and  the  principles  of  our  Keformation.    Now,  we  confess^ 

i2 
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154.  Here  is  a  distinct  proclamation  of  what  is  before  us.  Bat 
before  I  look  at  the  prospective  part,  I  must  ask  you  to  consider 
for  a  moment, — what  is  hardly  less  valuable, — the  frank  avowal 
which  it  contains,  of  the  past  proceedings  of  the  partv.  All  the 
while  that  the  course  of  aggression  and  agitation,  which  is  so  well 
described  in  this  extract,  was  going  on,  Arom  time  to  time,  credit 
was  most  confidently  taken  by  the  chief  agents  in  it,  (and  too  often 
given  to  them,)  for  the  quietness  and  moderation  of  their  pro- 
ceedings ;  and  while  all  was  really  (as  is  now  confessed,)  develop- 
ment and  advancement,  they  referred  boldly  to  their  '^  stationari- 
ness,^^  as  of  itself  enough  to  quiet  tbe  minds  of  those  who  were  at 
first  startled  by  what  they  taught.*     And  all  this  while,  all  who 

and  we  say  it  most  Beriously  and  with  all  respect,  we  think  this  last  expression,  *  the 
principles  of  the  Reformation,*  to  be  a  most  danserous  and  delusiye  chimera.  It 
betrays  an  evil  original  by  a  certain  unstable,  fleeting,  receding,  and  vanishing 
character.  What  are  the  principles  of  the  Reformation  ?^ — I  omit  the  answer  to 
make  room  for  what  is  connected  with  the  future  progress  of  the  movement  **  Now, 
in  the  course  of  these  inquiries  after  truth,  wnich  not  the  caprice  of  individuals^ 
but  the  very  exigencies  of  the  times  have  compelled  upon  all  serious  and  thinking 
men,  it  appears  to  many  minds,  that  there  exists  a  Cathouc  system— no  dream,  but  an 
historical  realit^y— 4io  more  identical  with  the  Church  of  EIngland  than  Protestantism  ia 
identical  with  i^  though  practically,  to  a  great  extent,  compatible  with  it ;  that  this 
Catholic  system  includes  a  great  dealy  both  in  the  way  qf  believing  and  doing,  which  is, 
at  least,  recommended  to  us  by  an  immense  weight  of  probabUity,  and  by  sanctions 
still  higher  than  a  mere  preponderance  of  testimony,  partially  and  equivoeaUy  allowed 
by  the  Church  (/  England  ;  that  that  Catholic  system,  with  whatever  faults  it  may  be 
mixed  and  overlaid  here  and  there,  has  this  immense  note  of  truth  and  Divinity,  that 
it  does  safely  enshrine  and  keep  what  we  consider  essential,  whereas  our  own  actual 
system  fails  to  do  so;  that  thus,  what  with  reference  to  our  own  notions,  we  should  call  the 
unessential  part,  in  that  Catholic  system  seems  to  be  providentiaUy  preservative  of  the 
essential  part ;  that,  for  example,  certain  views  of  the  Sacraments  and  certain  views  of 
the  condition  of  the  Saints,  and  our  relation  to  them,  contribute  to  a  fuller  belief  of  the 
Doctrine  of  the  Incarnation,  and  fuller  appropriation  of  its  benefits ;  and  that,  after 
all,  there  is  that  ^retki  self-supporting  harmony  in  the  Catholic  system,  and  vast 
authority  for  it,  which  seems  to  indicate  that  there  is  something  unwarranted  and 
arbitrary  in  the  distinctions  usually  made  among  us  between  essentials  and  unessen- 
tials.  ^  It  is  almost  unnecessary  to  add,  that  they  who  have  come  to  these  conclusions, 
**  see  no  other  way  by  which  she  (the  English  Church)  can  preserve  what  she  has,  and 
what  distinguishes  her  from  the  errors  of  her  most  prominent  enemies.  They  do  not 
see  how  slie  can  arrest  the  actual  progress  of  dissolution,  without  becoming  more 
Catholic  They  see  dearly  that  the  principle  of  maintaining  things  just  as  thev  are,  of 
resting  content  exactly  with  that  measure  qf  Doctrine  and  practice  which  the  Church  qf 
England  enjoins  or  recommends,  or  of  aiming  at  a  certam  imaginary  mean,  does  not 
answer  against  heresy. They  see  that  nothing  can  resist  the  enthu- 
siastic and  all-risking  irruption  of  unbelief,  except  an  equally  enthusiastic  and  all- 
RISKING  iFFORT  in  the  direction  of  Catholic  Doctrine.^* — No.  LXV.,  pp.  289—291. 
Most  of  this  is  ver^  plain.  But  to  explain  the  part  of  it,  which  asserts  that  our  system 
is  unable  to  enshrme  and  keep  what  is  essential,  whereas  the  Catholic  system  does  so, 
I  ought,  perhaps,  to  add,  that  the  writer  declares  it  to  be  his  conviction,  that  some  of 
the  Doctrines  relating  to  the  blessed  Trinity,  '<to  mention  one,  the  Catholic  Doctrine  qfthe 
Incarnation,  are  now  all  but  rejected  by  the  mass  of  the  Church  <^  England.^  There  ia 
no  reason,  I  suppose,  to  apprehend  that  many  readers  will  mistake  this  statement  for 
any  thing  near  the  truth.  It  is  very  hard  to  believe,  indeed,  that  the  writer  himself 
does  ;  or  that  such  outrageous  exaggeration  is  any  thine  better  than  a  politic  device  to 

frighten  the  timid  into  acquiescing  in  the  further  Catholicising  of  the  Church, in  the 

introduction  of  certain  views  qfthe  Sacraments,  tJiAviews  of  me  condition  qfthe  Saints, 
and  our  relation  to  tfiem, — as  essential  to  the  conservation  of  the  true  Doctrine  of  the 
Incarnation  of  our  blessed  Lord. 

•  **  Tlie  vei^  fact  that  things  remain  as  they  were,  has  a  tendency  to  re-assure 
men^  nujids,  sinoe  it  is  ever  the  tendency  of  novelty  and  schismatical  teaching,  to 
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opposed  the  men \rho,  according  to  this  frank  confession,  were 

'wbndmg  upon  th0  peace  of  the  contented^  and  raising  doubts  in  the 
mndi  of  the  tinotyn^laining^  vexing  the  Church  with  controversy^ 
danmy  serious  n^0n^  €Md  interrupting  the  established  order  of  things^ 
—were  held  up  sts  liv^anton  disturbers  of  the  Church'^s  peace ;  and 
all  who  raised  sl  warning  voice,  as  to  the  objects  and  tendencies  of 

this  movemeni iprbich,  it  is  now  acknowledged,  has  carried  all 

within  its  vortex  far,  and  must  carry  them  nirther  and  further, 
fiom  the  principles  of  the  Reformation, — were  stigmatized  as 
cuueless  alarmists* 

[Dr,  JPusey's  Zdetter  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury. — 1841,] 

155.  And  this  is  a  matter  of  practical  interest  at  this  moment. 
For  up  to  tbis  moment,  the  moyement  is  advancing,  under  just  the 
same  pacific  professions ;  and  the  same  imputations  are  still  cast 
QDon  all  who    in    any  way  impede  its  progress.     Even  the  English 
Bishops,  %rlio   ha^e   officially  expressed  any  disapprobation  of  the 
principles  or   the   proceedings  of  the  party,  have  not  escaped  such 
animadversions.       Very  lately,  upon  the  delivery  of  some  Charges, 
a  Letter  ^was  addressed  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  by  one 
of  the    most    eminent  of  the  Tractarians,*  in  which  his  Grace's 
Brethren    ^who  had  spoken  more  or  less  in  condemnation  of  parts 
of  the  teaching"   of  the  School,  were  reprehended — in  the  blandest 
tones,  and.  ^with    all  professions  of  respect  for  their  office,  and  for 
themselves   too,    hut  still  distinctly  reprehended, — as  speaking  in 
t\ie  lancraaffe  of   reproof  and  warnmg,  without  any  just  cause,  and 
VitYioiit   any    thorough  understanding  of  the   views  which  they 
coBdeccmed.      Indeed  this  ignorance  is  described  as  almost  unavoid- 
^\e  \n  some  of  them,  because  "  the  narrowness  of  what  one  must 
\     c«SV  t\ke  nonconformist  system  cannot  span  the  largeness  of  Catholic 
j     tmlYi  C*  aJ^d  having  the  truths,  which  they  shew  themselves  jealous 
1      «ft>oui,  "  fixed  in  their  minds  in  the  (one  may  say  so  without  disre- 
spect, as  speaking  of  the  system,  not  of  the  respected  individuals,) 
somewhat  bald  and  naked  way  which  characterizes  the  Genevan 
School,  and  measuring  Doctrines  as  they  stand  in  other  systems, 
by  the  character  which  they  would  have  in  their  own,  they  must 
condemn  them.^ 
'  156.  There  is  more  in  abundance,  in  the  same  respectful  strain,  on 

the  Charges  already  delivered;  but  the  Letter,  it  is  confessed,  is 
ehiefly  written  for  the  sake  of  those  which  are  to  come,  "in  the 
hope  that  they  who  may  hereafter  speak,  will  speak,  as  in  fuller 

develope  itself  farther,  mnd  detach  itself  more  from  the  Doctrines  of  the  Church ; 
stKtioiiarinees  is  a  proof  of  adherence  to  some  fixed  and  definite  standard.** — Dr, 
jpMgeyV  Letter  to  the  Bishop  of  Oxfwdy  Preface,  p.  i. 

*  ^  Letter  to  Hi*  Grace  the  Archbishop  of  (JarUerhuryy  on  some  circumstances  con- 
9%eeted  with  the  present  crisis  in  the  English  Church,  by  the  Rev.  E.  B.  Puseyy  D,D, 
It  gSTo  occasion  to  a  most  excellent  Pamphlet,  The  Case  as  It  Is,  by  the  Rev,  William 
Goode,     If  I  dionld  chance  to  have  any  readers  who  are  imacquainted  with  it,  I 
s  rery  earnestly  to  recommend  it  to  them. 
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possession  of  the  manifold  bearings  of  what  they  have  to  deliver.^ 
And  to  this  end,  the  writer  draws  out  for  their  information,  an 
imposing  array  of  the  various  temptations  which  allure  men  at 
the  present  day  to  the  Church  of  Borne ;  and  reminds  them,  that 
*^  while  there  are  these  real  attractions  towards  the  Roman  Church, 
(however  more  than  counterbalanced  in  well-disciplined  and  humble 
hearts,)  we  must  admit  that  there  are  also  real  difSculties  in  the 
position  of  our  Church,  which  must  be  felt  more  keenly  as  people 
realize  more  the  doctrine  of  the  unity  of  the  Church.  And  he 
suggests,  that,  if  to  both  be  added  the  condemnation  of  Catholic 
truth,  on  the  part  of  the  heads  of  the  Church,  the  consequences 
must  be  disastrous.  The  author  professes  not  to  write  in  anxiety 
about  himself  or  his  immediate  friends; — the  temptations  to 
leave  their  own  Church  are  not  likelv  to  prevail  with  them,  as 
they  may  with  younger  men,  "  they  have  been  brought  on  their 
way  past  middle  life,  and  may  the  rather  look  to  dose  it  as  they 
have  oeffun.'*'^^  Nor  need  they  dread  the  coming  censure  for  them- 
selves personally:  "for  themselves,  they  have  enough  in  their 
acquittal  some  years  past  iy  their  own  Bishop  2"^^  and,  besides, 
they  are  ready  to  bear  any  thing  that  may  be  laid  upon  them. 
Nor  again  need  they  dread  for  their  cause,  any  thing  that  the 
Bishops  can  say  or  do,  as  "  with  respect^  the  writer  takes  care  to 
notify  to  his  Grace,  for  the  information  and  guidance  of  his 
Brethren: — 

"  Mj  Lord,  with  respect,  I  may  saj,  it  is  too  late  for  any  mere  check.  It  is 
not  by  any  warning  as  to  any  of  our  supposed  tendencies,  or  by  cautions  as  to 
any  particular  statement,  or  by  silencing  any  one  or  more  of  us,  that  things  can 
be  stayed.  When  the  whole  ocean  is  stirred  from  its  depths,  to  what  end  to 
stay,  if  we  could,  a  single  wave."f — ^^  It  is  not  for  ourselves  that  I  write  ;  it  is 
for  our  Church,  lest  she  hereafter  lose  some  of  the  flower  of  her  sons  ;  it  is  for 
them,  lest  they  be  lost  to  the  office  for  which  God  has  designed  them.*' 

How  this  is  likely  to  take  place,  is  thus  explained  : — 

^  They  have  been  formed,  or  formed  themseWes  in  what  we  feel  assured  is  Ca- 
tholic teaching,  in  its  main  outlines  instilled  into  us  in  our  Liturgy  and  Catechism, 
taught  in  our  Homilies,  at  the  least  consistent  with  our  Articles,  even  where  these 
are  less  definite.  This  belief  has  become  part  of  themselves,  they  cannot  part  with 
it ;  assured  that  God  has  given  it  to  them  through  his  Church,  that  it  is  part  of 
the  treasure  committed  to  her  keeping.  Us,  (however  unworthy  such  as  myself, 
and  however  imperfectly  any  of  us  may  have  set  forth  that  system,)  they  look  upon 
as  its  representatives  in  our  Church. .  If,  then,  they  who  are  in  authority  seem, 
from  want  of  sufficient  explanation,  to  censure  our  teaching  broadlv,  it  comes  to 
them  like  a  r^ectiou  of  themselves  from  our  Church.    They  find  their  belief  dis- 

*  Page  84. — '^  But,  my  Lord,  much  confusion  has  arisen  from  peo])le*s  foreetting 
that  it  is  to  our  own  Diocesan,  not  to  other  Bishops,  that  we  owe  obedience.  All  we 
should  respect  for  their  office*  sake,  but  it  is  to  our  own  that  we  are  to  listen.  ^^ — 
Letter,  p.  89. 

+  Page  138. 


s  There  seems  to  be  a  little  misgiving  upon  this  point  in  the  minds  of  some  who 
**  have  been  brought  on  their  way  past  middle  life.**  See  Newman*b  Sermons  on  the 
"  Outward  and  Inward  Natet  qfthe  Church,''  and  on  <*  The  Farthiff  <//W«ki»."— Ed. 
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iToved,  theauelveB  disowned ;  whither  are  they  to  turn  ?  It  is  not  come  to 
this  jet ;  they  who  have  here  spoken,  have  been  but  a  few  ;  but  it  has  been  a 
dkressing  presage  of  what  was  to  follow.  '  If  all,  or  the  majority  of  our 
Bishops  80  speak/  is  their  feeling,  ^  will  it  not  be  a  virtual  disavowal  of  Catholic 
doctrine  bv  the  heads  of  our  Church  ?  And  will  it  be  safe  to  abide  in  the 
Ciiorch,  whose  heads  shall  have  so  disavowed  it?'  This  may  be  an  undue 
uixiety  about  the  morrow,  and  a  mistrust  of  God*s  providence  over  our  ancient 
ChoTcb,  which  for  so  many  centuries  he  has  protected.  I  am  not  saying  whether 
tbey  ought  so  to  feel ;  I  am  stating  what  their  feelings  are.***  *'  If  this  goes  on, 
mj  Lord,  where  is  it  to  end  ?  If  our  own  Bishops,  and  others  encouraged  by 
tfaem,  say  to  uSy—- sore  as  it  is  to  repeat,  they  are  their  own  words,  '  Get  thee 
lieoce,  Satan,' — ^while  those  of  the  Roman  communion  pray  for  us,  and  invite 
Qs>  is  it  not  sorely  adding  to  the  temptations,  I  say  not  of  ourselves,  but  of 
joQDger  men  ?  ....  If  a  mark  is  thus  set  upon  us,  and  we  are  disowned, 
tluDgs  cannot  abide  thus.  For  us  who  are  elder,  it  might  be  easy  to  retire  from 
the  weary  strife,  if  it  should  be  ever  necessary,  into  lay  communion,'  or  seek 
lome  other  branch  of  our  Church,  which  would  receive  us  ;  but  for  the  young, 
vbofle  feelings  are  not  bound  up  with  their  Church  by  the  habits  and  mercies  of 
iB^y  years,  and  to  whom,  labouring  in  her  service,  is  not  become  a  second 
i^atQie,  an  element  in  our  existence,  their  sympathies  will  have  vent,  and,  if  they 
find  themselves  regarded  as  outcast  from  their  Church — ^to  a  Church  they  must 
belong,  and  they  will  seek  Rome.''f 

157.  As  the  only  mode  of  ayerting  this  calamity,  the  writer 
asks  for  "  sympathy."  He  complains  that  the  praise  hitherto 
wstowed  upon  them,  with  some  inconsiderable  exceptions,  has  been 
^  given,  that  it  might  seem,  or,  at  least,  be  represented,  as  in 
extenuation  of  the  censure  inflicted  oii  the  same  occasions. 

**  What  we  fear  is,  lest  a  deep  despondency  about  ourselves  and  our  Church 
^ine  over  people's  minds,  and  they  abandon  her,  as  thinking  her  case  hopeless : 
or  lest  individuals  who  are  removed  from  the  sobering  influence  of  this  ancient 
oome  of  the  Church,  ^ould  become  fretted  and  impatient  at  these  unsympa- 
^^™?  condemnations,  and  the  continued  harassing  of  the  unseemly  strife 
<^med  on  under  the  shelter  of  your  Lordships*  names ;  and  losing  patience, 
mm  lose  also  the  guidance  vouchsafed  to  the  patient.**:): 

And  therefore  for.  the  Church's  sake  he  craves, — 

If  it  may  be,  sympathy  and  direction,"  but,  **  at  the  least,  peace.'*^ 

158.  I  do  trust,  that  they  to  whom  this  submissive  menace  is 
wdreased,  will  not  be  deterred  from  discharging  the  duties  which 
rest  upon  them  at  this  crisis,  by  any  apprehensions  of  the  defection 
Jfith  which  they  are  threatened.  I  hope  I  shall  never  speak 
ughtly  of  any  thing  so  sad  and  sinful,  as  the  renunciation  upon  the 

*^»ge8  43,44. 
bar  K  ^^^^  (iuiher  on,  he  says,  that  *'  Among  those  in  whose  minds  serious  misgivings 
®  been  raised,  are  not  merely  what  would  be  called  *  young  men  ;'   there  are,  one 
^y  ^y,  aome  of  the  flower  of  the  English  Church/'— pp.  86-^9. 

*^»ge90.  *  §  Ibid.  p.  136. 

.  ^-  Kkblb,  in  his  unpublished  Letter  to  Mr.  Justice  Coleridge,  speaks  of  "  retiring 
«  J  **«  other  Diocese,  or,  \f  fill  our  Bishops  were  agreed,  into  Lap  Communion,''^ — 
*  seems,  on  the  whole,"  he  adds,  "that  ...  the  resource  of  Lay  Communion 
VjL  *  ^^^d  be  the  only  one  properly  open  to  itf." — Vide  "  Resignation  and  Lay 
^nuannion,"  &c-pp.  16, 17 ;  dA^J^T^ 
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part  of  any  of  the  members  of  our  Ghorch,  of  the  matchless 
blessings  which  God  allows  us  to  enjoy  in  her  communion.  But 
the  worst  of  all  this  is  over,  when  men  have  already  been  brought  to 
scorn  these  blessings, — to  reject  the  sound  Doctrine  which  ourChurch 
professes,  and  to  despise  the  pure  worship  which  it  provides.  And 
if  there  be  any  who  will  only  continue  among  us,  on  the  condition, 
that  those  who  are  engaged  in  unprotestantizina  the  Church,  and 
who  are  labouring  to  lead  her,  with  themselves,  rarther  and  further 
from  the  principles  of  the  English  Reformation,  shall  be  allowed  to 
proceed  in  their  work  without  opposition  or  interruption  ;^  I  cannot 
think  that  they  incur,  or  inflict,  any  serious  loss,  when  they  go 
over  bodily  to  the  opposite  ranks.^  And  I  am  very  sure  that  the 
apprehension,  which  is  attempted  to  be  infused  into  the  heads  of 
the  Church,  that  if  they  speak  distinctly  and  decidedly  upon  the 
principles  and  designs  of  this  party,  the  slender  and  precarious  tie 
which  binds  such  persons  to  her,  will  be  broken,  would  be  a  very 
bad  reason  for  suppressing  or  softening  any  words  of  reproof  and 
warning  which  they  may  feel  that  the  crisis  demands. 

169.  They  will,  I  doubt  not,  discharge  the  duty  that  rests  upon 
them  faithfully.  May  we  all,  my  Brethren,  each  in  his  place,  be 
kept  faithful  to  our  duty  in  this  trying  time.  An  arduous  one  at 
best  it  is.  But  it  ought  to  be  somewhat  lightened  by  our  being 
forewarned  of  its  difficulties.  And  we  now  know  what  is  before 
us.     A  struggle — for  I  do  trust  we  are  united  in  a  determination 


1  The  following  passage,  bearing  upon  the  point  to  which  his  Lordship  alludes,  is 
taken  from  Mr.  Palmer's  ''  Narrative  qf  EverUs,^'*  I  place  it  by  the  side  of  an 
extract  from  Mr.  Newman's  Sermon  on  the  "  Outward  and  Irnoard  Notes  of  the 
Church,'*''  Whether  the  one  has  any  reference  to  the  other  I  do  not  pretend  to 
determine. 

"  .  .  .  .  We  dream  of  foes  and 
traitors  among  u§,  when  the  foe  and 
traitor  is  witmn  us;  and  we  look  any 
where  but  there  ;  and  we  wonder,  to  be 
sure,  that  we  cannot  find  what  it  implies 
so  much  address  to  conceal ;  and  we  are 
restless  till  we  have  traced  the  guilt  some 
wliitlier,  to  any  one  but  ourselves, — like 
the  Prophet  beating  his  ass,  because  she 
saw  what  from  him  was  hidden,  the 
angel  with  a  drawn  sword.  *  Thou  hypo- 
crite ;  first  cast  out  the  beam  out  of  thine 
own  eye,  and  then  shalt  thou  see  clearly 
to  cast  out  the  mote  out  of  thy  brother's 
eye.*  '  Ye  blind  zuides,  which  strain  at 
a  gnat,  and  swallow  a  camel  I*  •  ^Thou 
satest  and  spakest  against  thy  brother, 
yea,  and  hast  slandered  thine  own  mother's 
son.'  " 

Neurmari^s  Sermons,  ^c,  p.  301.— Ed. 


*'  If  there  be  any  who  are  secretly  con- 
vinced of  the  duty  of  uniting  themselves 
to  Rome,  and  who  are  waiting  the  moment 
to  declare  themselves,  while  m  the  mean- 
time they  are  labouring  to  insinuate  their 
own  persuasion  amongst  the  duped  and 
blinded  members  of  the  English  Church. 
No ;  I  will  not  believe  that  such  dis- 
graceful and  detestable  treachery  and 
hypocrisy  can  exist  in  any  one  who  has 
ever  partaken  of  sacramental  privileges 
in  the  Church  of  England.  However 
appearances  may  seem  to  Justify  *^c^  ^ 
belief,  I  cannot  for  a  moment  entertain 
the  notion  of  such  revolting  iniquity : 
and  yet  it  is  impossible  to  offer  any  reason- 
able answer  to  those  who  suspect  that  there 
are  individuals  who  remain  in  the  Church, 
only  with  a  view  to  instil  Doctrines  which 
would  be  otherwise  without  if\fluence — to 
gather  adherents  who  would  otherwise  be 
safe  from  tetnptation.^* 

Palmer's  Narrative,  pp.  67,  68. 

«  The  Bishops  op  Hereford  (par.  79,) 
themselves  very  strongly  to  the  same  effect.- 


and  London  (par.  H^)  have  expressed 
-Ed. 
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to  struggle  in  this  cause — a  struggle,  with  those  who  avow^that  it 
is  their  purpose,  at  all  hazards,  and  at  all  costs,  to  f0iprotestantiz0 
the  National  Church  ; — and  who,  far  as  they  have  already  receded, 
acknowledge  and  proclaim  that  they  are  bound,  and  that  they  are 
resolved,  to  recede  more  and  more  from  ike  principles  of  the  English 
Reformation, 

160.  These  are  bold  words.  And  if  we  looked  only  at  the 
ability  of  the  "  ecclesiastical  agitators,^  (as  they  candidly  style 
themselves,)  who  employ  them, — ^at  their  energy,  combination,  and 
perseverance,  at  the  means  which  they  have  at  command,  and  at 
the  effects  which  they  have  already  produced, — we  might  well 
listen  to  their  words  with  fear.  And,  moreover,  when  we  look 
back  upon  the  use  which  we  have  been  making  of  the  blessings 
and  privileges  which  we  enjoy  in  our  Reformed  Church,  we  have 
added  reason  to  dread,  that  it  may  be  the  will  of  God  to  withdraw, 
for  a  time,  from  the  land,  the  light,  which  has  shone  for  so  long, 
and  which  has  been  so  neglected  and  so  abused.  But  we  are  not 
without  cheering  indications,  on  the  other  hand,  that  He  whose 
mercy  endureth  for  ever,  does  not  intend  for  us  this  heavy  chastise- 
ment, which  we  most  righteously  have  deserved.  And  among  these 
indications  of  His  gracious  purposes  for  us,  one  to  which  here  and 
now  I  naturally  turn,  is  this :  that  He  has  not  brought  us  into 
these  unexampled  perils,  without  making  a  visible  preparation  to 
enable  us  to  meet  them.  I  believe,  that  while  at  no  former  period 
did  the  Clergy  manifest  more  piety  and  zeal,  there  never  was  a 
period  in  which  they  were  so  soundly  informed;  and  that,  in 
particular,  the  true  principles  of  our  Church  were  never  so  well 
Known  by  her  Ministers,  and  never  more  deeply  valued  by  them. 
I  believe  that  this  is  the  case  in  England :  1  an\  sure  it  is  so 
amongst  ourselves.  And  I  do  hope,  that  these  men  will  find  that 
they  have  under-rated  the  attachment  of  the  Clergy,  and  of  the 
people  of  England  too,  to  the  principles  against  which  they  have 
declared  open  war; — that  the  astonishing  success  which  has  in- 
toxicated them,  and  beguiled  them  into  this  salutary  manifesto, 
has  been  the  result  of  ignorance, — most  incomprehensible  and 
inexcusable,  but  still  real,  ignorance — of  their  designs ;  and  that 
now  that  they  have  unequivocally  declared  themselves,  their 
success  will  come  to  an  end. 

161.  Here,  at  least,  I  am  confident  that  a  resolute  resistance  is 
prepared  for  them.  This  attempt  to  unprotestantize  our  Church, 
will,  I  feel  assured,  unite  us  all  in  defence  of  the  principles  of  the 
English  Reformation.  I  feel  assured,  that  all  who  hear  me  now 
will  be  found  upon  this  side  in  the  coming  struggle ;  and  that, 
however  determined  these  men  may  be,  still  further  to  recede  from 
them, — they  will  find  you  not  less  determined  to  cleave  to,  and  to 
uphold,  the  principles  of  the  English  Reformation.  I  might  seem 
to  have  ample  grounds  for  this  confidence,  in  the  bare  fact,  that 
you  are  bound  by  the  strongest  and  most  solemn  obligations  to 
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maintain  and  defend  those  principles.  But,  alas!  so  are  these 
men,  who  have  declared,  as  you  have  heard,  irreconcilable  hos- 
tility to  them.  Their  example  shews,  that  such  bonds — strong  as 
they  seem  to  be — may  be  broken  as  a  thread.  But,  I  trust,  that 
you  have  taken  up  no  views  of  your  allegiance  to  the  Church 
Universal,  which  can  set  you  free  from  the  engagements  by  which 
you  are  bound  to  your  own  Church.  And  I  trust,  moreover,  that 
you  are  held,  not  by  such  bonds  only,  but  by  firm  attachment  to 
the  principles  of  the  English  Reformation; — ^that  of  the  direct 
obligations  which  you  have  entered  into  with  respect  to  them, 
there  are  none  which  you  did  not  cordially  contract,  none  that  you 
repent  of,  and  none  that  you  are  not  resolved  to  maintain.  I  have 
a  happy  confidence  that  this  is  true  ;  and  not  of  you  only,  but  of  a 
vast  majority  of  your  Brethren  in  the  Ministry  throughout  this 
land.  And  in  this,  in  concurrence  with  many  other  marks  of  the 
favour  of  the  Most  High,  I  see  a  good  foundation  for  the  hope, 
that  however  severe  and  varied  be  the  trials,  from  within  and 
from  without,  which  He  has  appointed  to  our  Church,  they  are  but 
the  course  of  discipline  by  which  He  is  training  her  for  a  higher 
destiny, — ^to  be  a  more  honoured  instrument  in  His  service  :  that 
in  all  that  is  alarming  at  this  crisis.  He  is  speaking  to  her  in 
accents  of  admonition,  not  of  wrath ;  and  that  if  she  hear  His 
voice,  and  humble  herself^  and  repent^  and  do  her  first  tvorks,  she 
shall  be  a  vessel  unto  honour^  sanctified  cmd  meet  for  the  master's  usey 
and  prepared  for  every  good  work. 

162.  ^ut  these  hopes  are  not  to  blind  us  to  the  real  and  great 
dangers  to  which  all  that  is  most  valuable  in  our  Church, — her 
sound  scriptural  faith,  and  her  pure  and  simple  worship — ^are 
exposed.  It  is  my  sense  of  the  great  and  imminent  perils  with 
which  these  blessings  are  now  threatened,  that  has  led  me  to 
address  you,  on  this  occasion,  at  such  unusual  length.  And  long 
as  my  address  has  been,  I  feel,  not  merely  how  imperfectly  I  have 
spoken  upon  the  important  subjects  which  1  have  brought  under 
your  notice,  but  that  there  are  many  on  which  1  should  have 
desired,  and  may  fairly  have  been  expected,  to  speak,  which  I 
have  wholly  omitted.  It  is  too  late  for  any  attempt  to  repair  such 
deficiencies.  I  can  only  ask — and  I  do  so  in  all  sincerity  and 
earnestness — ^for  your  prayers,  my  Brethren,  that  these,  and  all 
other  the  manifold  defects  and  imperfections,  which  belong  to  all 
my  efibrts  to  discharge  the  duties  which  rest  upon  me,  may  be 
graciously  pardoned,  and  eifectually  supplied,  and  made  to  pro- 
mote the  glory  of  Q-od  and  the  good  of  His  Church ;  and  that 
I  may  daily  receive  grace,  more  and  more  entirely  to  devote 
myself  to  His  service.  I  trust  I  may  be  enabled,  in  my  measure, 
to  ofi^er  the  like  prayers,  from  time  to  time,  on  your  behalf:  and 
now  /  commend  you  to  Gody  and  to  the  word  of  His  grace. 
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Bagot,  Bishop  op  Oxford. — 1842. 

4.  The  last  foar  years  have  witnessed  the  rapid  development  of 
those  principles,  which  the  world  (though  untruly,  for  they  are  of 
no  locality,)  has  identified  with  Oxford,  and  to  which  I  felt  it  my 
duty  to  advert  at  my  last  Visitation. 

5.  Those  principles  have,  during  this  short  interval,  spread  and 
taken  root, — not  merely  in  our  own  neighbourhood,  and  in  other 
parts  of  England,  but  have  passed  from  shore  to  shore, — east  and 
west, — ^north  and  south,^ — wherever  members  of  our  Church  are  to 
be  found  ;  nay,  are  unquestionably  the  object  to  which,  whether  at 
home  or  abroad,  the  eyes  of  all  are  turned  who  have  any  interest 
or  care  for  the  concerns  of  religion.  I  am  not  now  saying  any  thing 
about  the  tendency  of  those  principles :  I  am  simply  asserting  the 
fsust  of  their  existence  and  development.^    There  they  are,  whether 


3  Dr.  PusEY^  in  hiB  Letter  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  (pp.  142,  143,)  has  given 
a  still  more  glowing  description  of  the  progress  of  the  movement. — '*  From  the  very 
fii^  these  views  spread  with  a  rapidity  which  startled  ns.  We  then  dreaded  lest 
what  spread  so  rapidly,  should  not  root  deeply.  Even  at  the  first,  the  hght  seemed  to 
^»read  like  watch-fires,  from  mountain-top  to  top,  each  who  received  it  conveying  it  on 
to  another,  so  that  they  who  struck  the  first  faint  spark,  knew  not  how  or  to  whom  it 
was  borne  onward.  The  sacred  torch  passed  from  hand  to  hand ;  their  own  neither 
earned  nor  could  withhold  it.  And  now,  the  light  has  been  reflected  from  hill-top 
to  valley, — ^has  penetrated  into  recesses  ;  abroad,  at  home — ^within,  without, — in  palace, 
or  cottage  ;  has  passed  from  continent  to  continent ;  we  see  it  spread  daily,  until  the 
whole  heaven  be  kindled ;  every  where  opi>06ed,  yet  finding  entrance.  The  indirect 
iDflnences,  as  is  always  the  case  in  all  great  movements,  have  been  far  greater  than 
the  direct.  It  reappears,  here  or  there,  one  knows  not  how.  One  may  say  reverently, 
firmly  believing  Whose  work  it  is,  ^  It  blowelh  where  It  listeth,  and  thou  hearest  the 
amtnd  thereof ,  but  canst  not  tell  where  It  comelht  or  whithor  It  goeth  /*  ** 

Very  different  from  this  is  the  light  in  whicli  the  progress  of  the  movement  is 
regarded  by  the  Bishop  op  Calcutta,  in  the  Sermon  to  which  I  have  already  referred. 
^  1  am  full  of  fear ;  everything  is  at  stake.  There  seems  to  be  something  judicial  in 
the  rapid  epread  of  these  opinions.  If  they  should  come  over  here,  and  pervade  the 
teaching  of  our  Chax>lains,  the  views  and  proceedings  of  oiur  missionaries,  our  firiendly 
relations  with  other  bodies  of  Christians,  and  our  position  among  the  Hindoos  and 
Mahometans,  I-jshabod,  the  glory  is  departed,  may  be  inscribed  on  our  Church  in 
Indi&  I" — The  Sufficiency  qf  Holy  Scripture,  &c.,  p.  63. 

The  Bishop  op  Madras,  in  his  recent  Charge,  nas  confirmed  the  apprehensions  of 
the  Bishop  of  Calcutta,  with  regiud  to  the  practical  effects  of  one  of  the  leading 
principles  of  the  system:  ''The  Doctriue  of  Reserve  in  the  communication  of  evan- 
gelical truth,  as  set  forth  in  the  80th  Tract,  has  caused  more  confusion  to  the  Missionary 
Church,  than  perhaps  any  other  of  the  series." — Charge,  1843,  p.  82. — Ed. 

*  It  has  been  well  observed  by  the  Bishop  of  Hsrxford,  {vide  supra,  p.  41,)  that 
^  error  is  oftentimes  more  rapid  in  its  march  than  truth."  Tho  history  of  the 
Kanichexs  presents  a  striking  instance  of  the  truth  of  this  remark.  "  Hsec  inter 
sagaciomm  ex  Christianis  doctoribus  studia  philosophando  cum  sectarum  Gnosticarum 
progreseos  sistendi,  tum  Judaicis  sordibus  religionem  purgandi  nova  pestis  sceculo 
mecuo  elapso  ex  Persia  rem  Christianam  invadebat,  superioribus  omnibus  capitalior : 
em  tametsimajtimi  et  sapieniissimi  viri  sese  tarn  voce,  quamscripto  objicerent  nullo  tamen 
eonsilio  impedire  poterant,  quo  minus  opinione  citius  universam  fere  dvitatem 
Christianam  pervaderet,  magnamque  mediocris  in^enii  et  judicii  liominum  multi- 
tudinem  eaperet.*^— Fidis  Moshemii  de  reb.  Chnstianorum  ante  Constant.  Mag. 
coomientarioe.    Ssec.  ter.  §  39. 

In  our  own  days,  the  rise  and  progress  of  the  Mormon  heresy  affords  a  no  less 
melancholy  example  of  the  rapid  and  extensive  propagation  of  false  systems  of 
retigioD.      '<0n  the  6th  of  April,  1830,  the  first  Mormon  Society,  (ahnoet  bias- 


124  PBOORBSS,   KTC. ^BFFlfiGT   OF  THE  OHILLINO  RBCEPTION 

for  good  or  eyil ;  and  they  are  forming,  at  this  moment,  the  most 
remarkable  movement,  which,  for  three  centuries,  at  least,  has 
takejQ  place  amongst  ns. 

6.  And  now,  in  the  next  place,  I  would  advert  to  the  manner  of 
their  growth.  Certainly  they  have  been  fostered  with  no  iriendly 
hand.  No  adscititious  aid  of  powerful  patronage  has  helped  them 
forward, — ^no  gale  of  popular  applause  has  urged  them  on.  On 
the  contrary,  they  seem  to  have  been  the  single  exception,  which 
an  age  of  latitudinarian  liberality  cotdd  discover,  against  the  rale 
of  tolerating  any  form  of  belief. 

7.  And  while  many,  whose  motives  are  above  all  suspicion,  and 
whose  honoured  names  need  no  praise  of  mine,  have  unhesitatingly 
and  utterly  condemned  them, — while  many  more  have  looked  on 
with  caution  and  mistrust, — while  many  in  authority  (myself 
among  the  number)  have  felt  it  their  duty  to  warn  those  com- 
mitted to  their  trust  of  the  possible  tendencies  of  the  Doctrines  in 
question, — they  have  likewise  been  exposed  to  a  storm  of  abuse  as 
violent  as  it  has  been  unceasing, — to  calumnies  and  misrepresenta- 
tions of  the  most  wanton  and  cruel  description,  and  to  attacks  from 
the  Dissenting,  Democratic,  and  Infidel  portions  of  the  public  press, 
clothed  in  language  which  I  will  not  trust  myself  to  characterize, 
but  which,  for  the  sake  of  our  common  humanity,  (I  say  nothing* 
of  Christian  charity,)  it  behoves  us,  as  with  one  voice,  to  reprobate 
and  condemn.^  I  am  not  now  saying,  whether  these  principles 
deserved  the  chilling  reception  they  have  met  with ;  I  am  only 
stating  an  admitted  &ct,  that  such  has  been  their  reception. 

8.  Again,  let  us  look  at  the  character  of  the  Doctrines  brought 
before  the  public.  What  has  been  their  attraction  !  What  have 
they  to  recommend  them  to  general  adoption?  The  system  in 
question,  instead  of  being  an  easy,  comfortable  form  of  religion, 
adapting  itself  to  modem  habits  and  luxurious  tastes,  is  uncom- 
promisingly stern  and  severe,^ — laying  the  greatest  stress  upon 
self-discipline   and    self-denial, — encouraging    fasting,   and    alms- 


phemoQsly  called  a  ^Church,*  was  organized  at  Manchester,  in  the  State  of  New 
York.  It  conaisted  of  only  six  members.**  In  1843,  Mr.  Caswell  states,  that  ''not 
far  from  a  hundred  thousand  persons,  possessed  of  the  average  sftare  qf  capacity,  have 
embraced  Mormonism  with  more  than  the  average  share  cf  faith**  ! — Vide  CaswaU^s 
Prophet  of  the  \9(h  Century,  p.  52,  and  Preface,  p.  7 — Ed. 

'  The  effect  of  this  treatment  upon  certain  members  of  the  party,  is  thus  alluded  to 
by  the  Editor  op  thx  English  UHURCHMiiN,  a  leading  Tractarian  periodical.  **  It 
may  appear  nnnecessaiy  to  manv  of  our  readers  to  lay  such  a  stress  upon  such  a  trifle  ; 
but  wonls  exercise  a  strange  influence  over  men,  and  we  have  reason  for  thinking  that 
the  obvious  wish  which  has  been  sliewn  of  late  on  the  part  of  such  men  as  Mr.  Pxr- 
cxvAL,  Mr.  Grbslxt,  Mr.  Palmsr,  &&,  not  to  say  even  Mr.  Gladstone,  to  separate 
themselves  in  the  public  eye  from  their  brethren,  u^n  whom  (he  storm  qf  popular 
nicknames  and  insults  has  been  poured,  may  have  been  increased  by  a  desire  to  escape 
from  its  Billingsgate  peltings.'*'* — Vol.  iL  p.  66. — Ed. 

6  "  Si  prtecepta  morum  consideres,  irisiis  est,  magn&que  specie  sanctitatis,  eontinenOa, 
rerum^us  humanarum  destnoientim  oculos  spectantium  implet.  Cujus  quidem  generis 
disciplmoe,  ineptn  licet  smt,  insito  tamen  humante  naturse  vitio  sectatoribus  et  amicis 
abondare  Bolent.**.^Or/fi«  Mankchaorwa,    Vide  supra^  note  4,  p.  ld3...ED. 
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deeds,  and  prayer,  to  an  extent  of  which  the  present  generation, 
at  least,  knows  nothing, — and  incalcating  a  deference  to  authority 
which  is  wholly  opposed  to  the  spirit  of  the  age,  and  uniformly 
upholding  that  minute  attention  to  external  religion,  which  our 
formularies,  indeed,  prescribe,  but  which  the  world  has  mostly  cast 
aside  as  superfluous,  or.  as  shackling  and  interfering  with  the  free- 
dom which  it  loves. 

9.  Now,  such  being  the  character  of  the  religious  movement 
which  has  forced  itself  upon  our  notice,  it  must  be  obvious  to  every 
one^  who  thinks  at  all  on  the  subject,  that  it  has  peculiarities  about 
it,  which  render  it  quite  unlike  anv  thing  which  has  hitherto  been 
observed  among  us  :7  and,  if  this  be  the  case,  it  is  no  less  obvious, 
that  a  system,  which  has  grown  up  under  such  disadvantages, 
and  which  professes,  at  least,  to  be  that  of  the  ancient  Catholic 
Church,  deserves  at  any  rate  to  be  treated  with  as  much  of  prudence 
and  circumspection,  as  Gamaliel  prescribed  in  a  not  very  dis* 
similar  instance.  (Acts  v.  35 — 39.)  But  this  is  a  sort  of  forbear- 
ance, of  which  I  have  seen  no  signs  whatsoever. 

See  also  paragraph  15. 

Pearson,  Dean  op  Salisbury. — 1842.® 

1.  One  subject  of  paramount  importance,  to  which,  with  great 
reluctance,  I  adverted,  upon  the  last  occasion  of  our  meeting,*  has 
since  attracted  so  much  of  the  public  attention,  and  assumed  so 
imposing  an  aspect,  that  you  will  probably  expect  that  I  should 
recur  to  it  on  the  present. 

2.  Though  the  series  of  "  Tracts  for  the  Times''  had  at  that 
period  nearly  reached  the  number  at  which  they  were  unexpectedly 
closed,  the  controversy  which  now  so  unhappily  agitates  and 
divides  the  Church,  upon  the  various  points  discussed  in  those  and 
in  kindred  publications,  had  by  no  means  reached  the  height,  or 
been  diffused  to  the  extent,  which  we  witness  at  the  present 
moment. 

3.  The  cloud,  though  three  years  since  distinctly  perceptible, 
and   beginning  to  darken  the  horizon,  had   not  then  overspread 

*  Charge  in  1839. 


7  See  the  descriptions  of  the  Laudian  movement,  given  by  Dr.  Thomas  Goodwin, 
in  his  Expoaitian  of  the  Revelaiion^  chap.  7  ;  and  by  Mr.  Ilallam,  in  his  Constitutional 
Ifittarpt  vol.  2.     The  passages  will  be  found  in  Appendix  D — Ei). 

B  The  following  passage  from  Dban  Pkarson^s  Charge  in  1839,  should  have  been 
inserted  at  the  commencement  of  this  chapter...»p.  40. 

9.  The  oriffin  and  source  of  what  I  consider  to  be  the  erroneous 
views  alluded  to,  is  an  undue  and  excessive  reverence  for  Catholic 
Antiquity.^ 

^  The  italics  are  not  the  Dean*6.»^ED» 


126  PB06BBSS,   BTC. — THE  rrSTBM  DBSTirUTE  OF  ANY 

the  face  of  the  sky,  and  pervaded  every  quarter.  The  assertionff 
however,  whether  of  friends  or  enemies,  of  partisans  or  apo- 
logists, now  concur  in  representing  ^^  The  movement,^  as  it  has 
been  styled,  which  originated  a  few  years  since  at  Oxford,  as 
having  been  communicated  and  responded  to,  not  only  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  the  United  Kingdom,  but  upon  the 
Continent  of  Europe,  in  America,  and  in  the  Colonies  and  distant 
dependencies  of  the  empire. 

4.  It  has  awakened  the  fears  of  many, — among  whom  may  be 
ranked  some  of  the  ablest  and  the  most  learned  of  our  Prelates ; 
and  excited  the  hopes  of  some,  who  bear  no  good  will  towards  our 
Zion,  that  it  may  tend  to  its  degradation  and  downfall;  and  of 
others,  who  think  that  they  perceive  in  it  manifest  indications  of  a 
return  to  their  own  communion.^  It  resembles,  at  least  to  my 
apprehension,  not  so  much  the  effect  of  the  thunder  or  the  storm, 
or,  even  of  the  "  still  small  voice,**'  which  penetrates  and  persuades, 
as  that  produced  by  a  succession  of  dark  and  chilling  clouds ; 
which,  while  they  obscure  the  light,  and  intercept  the  warmth  of 
day,  and  confound  the  real  nature  and  just  proportions  of  the 
surrounding  objects,  involve  in  apprehension  and  gloom  the  "  way- 
faring man,"  and  conceal  or  perplex  his  path  towards  his  desired 
home. 

5.  This,  my  Brethren,  is  doubtless,  though  metaphorical^  the  lan- 
guage of  dissatisfaction  and  alarm.  That  it  is  not  that  of  prejudice 
or  uncharitableness,  but  of  grave  and  deeply- weighed,  though  paiu- 
ful  deliberation,  I  trust  I  shall  be  able  to  convince  you  in  the 
sequel  of  this  discussion. 

6.  To  this  I  would,  in  some  measure,  clear  the  way,  by  request- 
ing you  to  bear  in  mind  what  I  cannot  but  consider  a  very  singular 
and  significant  circumstance  in  the  history  of  the  Oxford  move- 
ment— that  it  appears  to  have  originated,  not  in  any  announcement 
or  suggestion  on  the  part  of  any  person  in  authority,  but  in  the 
private  combination  of  a  few  zealous  Presbyters,  for  the  revival  of 
what  have  been  termed  Church  principles,  practices,  and  discipline. 


1  "  It  seems  to  me  impossible  to  read  the  works  of  the  Oxford  Dimnesy  and  espe^ 
cially  to  follow  them  chronologically,  withont  discovering  a  daily  approach  towards  our 
Holy  Church,  both  in  Doctrine  and  affectionate  feeling."— Dr.  Wisbman,  Bishop  of 
>1blipotamur,  Letter  to  the  Earl  qf  Shrewtburp. 

•*  I  thank  you.  Reverend  Sir,  from  my  heart,  for  the  welcome  information  which, 
your  letter  contains,  that  men,  whom  you  so  highly  value,  should  be  opening  their 
eyes  to  the  beauties  and  perfections  of  our  Church,  and  require  such  efforts,  as  your 
interpretation  of  the  Articles,  to  keep  them  from  'straggling  in  the  direction  of 
Rome.'"  —  Dt.  Wiseman,  Bishop  of  Mklipotamus,  letter  to  the  Rev,  J.  JV. 
Neunnan, 

*^  I  should  not  be  surprised  that  even  the  present  generation  should  witness  the 
august  temple  of  Westminster  Abbey  again  lit  up  with  the  splendours  of  tlmt  puro 
and  ancient  worship,  to  which  it  was  raised  and  consecrated." — Dr.  M'Hajle,  tftulab. 
AiicHBisHOP  OF  Tuam,  Evidences  and  Doctrines  of  the  Catholic  Church. 

The  very  same  liopes  were  excited  by  the  Laudian  movement.  "  The  Roman 
Catholics,"  says  Mr.  Hallam,  **  did  not  fail  to  anticipate  the  most  favourable  00006- 
quences  from  this  turn  in  the  Church."    See  Appendix  D—^Ed. 
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Changes  or  refonns  in  the  Christian  Church  have,  for  the  most 
part,  either  been  introduced  or  sanctioned  by  some  in  the  highest 
places  of  dignity  and  authority,  or,  at  least,  have  seldom  pro- 
ceeded far  without  attracting  and  conciliating  their  approbation 
and  sapport.  In  the  present  case,  it  is  remarkable,  that  in  no  one 
instance  during  the  nine  years  which  this  Ecclesiastical  movement 
Dombers  from  its  commencement,  has  the  system,  which  it  is  its 
great  object  to  advocate  and  to  restore,  received  the  formal  and 
avowed  sanction  and  approval  of  any  member  of  the  Episcopal 
Bench. 

7.  More  than  one  of  that  venerable  body  have,  indeed,  eulogized 
the  talents  and  learning,  and  expressed  a  favourable  opinion  of  the 
intentions  of  its  authors ;  some  partial  approbation  has  been  be- 
stowed on  the  revival  of  certain  principles  which,  it  was  feared, 
bad  been  forgotten,  or  inadequately  asserted,  and  of  some  practical 
habits  which  had,  it  was  thought,  too  generally  passed  into  desue- 
tude. But  no  one,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  of  the  rank  and  station 
to  which  I  refer,  has  either  recognised  the  Divine  and  unquestion- 
able truth,  and  vital  importance,  of  the  tenets  thus  zealously 
maintained  and  propagated,  or  thrown  around  them  the  broad  and 
sacred  shield  of  Episcopal  authority. 

8.  It  is  no  sufficient  reply  to  this  observation,  that  testimonies 
of  this  nature  have  been  adduced  from  the  writings  of  deceased 
Prelates,  as  well  as  other  Ecclesiastical  Dignitaries,  in  favour  of 
the  system  in  question ;  because,  independently  of  the  doubtful 
and  equivocal  nature  of  partial  and  insulated  extracts  upon  any 
given  subject,  and  the  difficulty  of  perfectly  identifying  the  past 
^'ith  the  present,  it  still  leaves  the  authors  and  defenders  of  the 
Oxford  Tracts  destitute  of  that  high  contemporaneous  and  authori- 
tative support,  of  which,  if  deserved,  no  incidental  considerations 
of  propriety  or  expediency  would  have  deprived  them.^ 

9.  I  have  alluded  to  this  point,  not  as  in  any  degree  thinking 
the  subject  in  question  to  be  one  which  either  can  or  ought  to  be 
<letermined  by  an  appeal  to  mere  human  authority ;  but  simply  as 
a  circumstance  well  deserving  your  attention,  in  considering  the 
degree  of  deference  and  respect,  and  of  presumptive  truth  and  value, 
^bich  the  system,  somewhat  confidently  proposed  and  promul- 
gated, really  possesses.  It  may,  at  all  events,  form  a  sufficient 
apology,  if  any  were  needed,  for  the  examination,  upon  which,  as  a 
I^resbyter,  probably  of  longer  standing  in  the  Church  than  any  one 
01  its  modem  revivers,  I  feel  compelled  at  this  time  to  enter. 

10.  I  am  aware,  my  Revereml  Brethren,  that  in  what  I  have 
already  observed,  as  well  as  in  what  I  am  about  to  state,  upon  this 
painful  but  momentous  subject,  even   among  the   comparatively 


J'  The  truth  of  these  observations  has  heen  ahnndantly  coDfirmed  by  the  Episcopal 
^barges  delivered  since  the  Dean  of  Sarum*s  Visitation  in  1842.»£d. 
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small  number*  of  those  whom  It  is  my  duty  to  address  upon  this 
occasion,  some  may  probably  be  found,  whose  view  of  it  may,  to  a 
greater  or  less  degree,  differ  from  my  own.  I  am  also  aware,  that, 
upon  some  points,  I  may  be  thought  to  be  opposing  imaginary 
errors,  or  misapprehending  the  real  meaning  of  those  upon  whose 
writings  I  am  about  to  animadvert.  With  respect  to  the  one,  I 
beg  to  be  understood  as  desiring  not  to  dictate,  but  to  discuss  ; 
not  to  condemn,  but  to  advise ;  and  with  regard  to  the  other,  aa 
attributing  any  supposed  misapprehensions,  not,  as  it  has  been 
alleged,  to  the  partial  and  narrow  views  of  those  who  entertain 
them,  but  to  the  obscure  and  equivocal  statements  of  the  writers 
themselves. 

11.  I  would  only  further  premise,  that  in  any  animadversions 
which  I  may  feel  it  right  to  make  upon  the  points  in  discussion, 
though  it  will  be  impossible  to  avoid  allusions  to  publications,  I  am 
anxious  to  disclaim  every  thing  harsh  or  personal  with  regard  to 
their  authors — ^^  not  men,  but  raeasures,^^  or,  rather,  principles  and 
opinions,  will  be  exclusively  considered. 

Thirl  WALL,  Bishop  of  St.  David's. — 1842. 

9.  The  main  ground  of  my  persuasion^  is  briefly  this :  that  the 
controversy  which  now  agitates  the  Church  is  not  a  new  one ; 
that,  though  distinguished  by  some  peculiar  features,  yet,  at  the 
bottom,  it  is  nothing  more  than  a  revival,  or,  as  %ve  may  choose  to 
call  it,  a  continuation,  of  one  which  is  as  old  as  the  first  establish- 
ment of  our  Church ;  that  it  represents  a  contrast  of  opinions, 
views,  and  feelings,  which  has  never  ceased  to  exist  within  her 
pale,  though  varying  in  its  outward  demonstrations  according  to 
the  shifting  phases  of  her  historical  development :  sometimes  appa- 
rently dormant  and  inactive,  at  others  breaking  out,  as  now,  in 
passionate  controversy,  and  at  some  unhappy  epochs — such  as,  we 
hope,  may  never  again  be  witnessed — venting  itself  in  persecution, 
in  violent  exclusion,  and  formal  rupture.  It  is  not  only  an  indis- 
putable fact,  that  such  an  opposition  or  divergency  always  has 
existed  within  the  Church,  but  it  seems  likewise  to  be  a  necessary- 
result  of  her  constitution  and  character.  If  the  position  which 
she  has  taken  up,  as  a  Reformed  Church,  is  correctly  described  as 
a  mean  between  two  extremes,  it  appears  to  be  an  inevitable  con- 
sequence— so  long  as  human  nature  continues  what  it  is — that 
some  of  her  members  should  incline  toward  one  extreme,  others 
toward  its  opposite,  though  all  sincerely  and  equally  attached  to 

*  Tlie  whole  number  of  Clergy  included  in  the  Dean  of  Sarttm*8  Visitation,  but 
assembling  at  different  and  far-dbtant  places,  independently  of  the  Prebendaries 
cited,  but  not  usually  attending,  amounts  to  nearly  one  hundred. 


3  Vide  paragraphs  7>  8< — Ed. 
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her  Doctrine  and  fellowship.  If  we  are  not  ashamed  of  this 
character  of  moderation  which  distinguishes  her, — if,  on  the  con- 
traiy,  we  rejoice  in  it,  and  regard  it  as  her  most  honourable 
attribute,  as  the  very  stamp  of  prudence  and  charity  combined, 
and  the  safest  criterion  of  truth ;  then  we  must  be  content  to  pay 
the  price  of  this  high  privileffe,  in  that  continual  contrast  of 
opinions,  and  that  occasional  coOision  of  parties ;  though  this  view 
of  the  ease  ought  undoubtedly  to  operate  as  a  constant  motive  to 
mutual  forbearance.  It  would,  indeed,  have  been  surprising,  if, 
while  the  Church  herself  was  accused  by  her  Protestant  adver- 
saries of  too  great  a  leaning  and  resemblance  to  the  Church  of 
llome,  because  she  retained  many  things  which  they  viewed  as 
Bomidi  errors  and  corruptions,  those  of  her  Divines  who  laid  the 
greatest  stress  on  the  thmgs  which  were  thus  assailed,  should  not 
have  incurred  a  like  charge ;  or,  on  the  other  hand,  if  those  who 
most  earnestly  maintained  the  principles  which  separate  her  from 
the  Boman  Church,  should  not  sometimes  have  fallen  under  a 
BQspicion  of  indifference  or  disaffection  toward  the  other  part  of  her 
^8tem.  This,  which  has,  in  fact,  so  often  happened  in  former 
times,  is  the  very  thing  which  we  are  now  witnessing. 

10.  I  am  aware,  however,  that  this  observation  will  lead  us  but 
a  little  way  toward  a  historical  explanation  of  the  present  contro- 
versy, or  of  the  movement  which  gave  rise  to  it ;  and  will  still  less 
enable  us  to  understand  what  is  peculiar  in  its  character.  It  may 
be  tiaced  to  a  remote  origin ;  but  certainly  it  was  not  transmitted 
to  us  exactly  in  its  present  form.  If  the  general  outline  remain 
the  same,  there  is,  at  least,  an  air  of  novelty  about  its  lineaments 
aud  colour;  and  however  clearly  we  may  perceive  its  identity, 
something  more  is  required  to  account  for  its  appearance  at  this 
time,  and  in  this  shape. 

11.  There  is,  indeed,  one  very  simple  and  easy  way  of  cutting 
short  this  inquiry ;  that  is,  to  refer  the  whole  to  some  invisible 
BQpernatural  agency.  Viewed  by  different  minds,  and  from 
opposite  points,  the  same  event  may  appear  either  as  a  graciam 
interporitian  of  Divine  Pnmdeneey  or  a  machination  of  the  great 
^"^y  of  8ouU.  So  it  was  with  the  Reformation  ;  and  so  it  Is  with 
the  movement  that  now  agitates  the  Church.^  And,  doubtless,  in 
most  events  which  have  been  brought  about  by  human  means,  and 
extensively  affected  by  human  opinions,  prejudices,  and  passions, 
there  is  such  a  mixture  of  gooa  and  evil^  that  even  the  same 
person  may  think  he  sees  as  much  reason  for  referring  them  to  the 
one  author  as  to  the  other.  But  this  is  not  the  present  question. 
As  we  should  not  understand  the  character  of  the  Reformation  at 


^  Con^Mtfe  the  opinions  of  the  Bishops  of  Calcutta  and  Chsstsr,  {tuproj  note  e, 
P*  41))  with  Dr.  PussT*8  application  of  John  iii.  8,  to  the  Tradarian  Movement,  {eupra, 
^^  3,  p.  123.    The  iio/icf  in  the  text  are  not  his  Lordship^s, — Ed. 
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all  the  better,  for  being  told  that  it  was  a  work  of  Gted,  so,  to  say, 
whether  truly  or  Dot,  that  this  movement  is  a  device  of  Satan, 
would  leave  us  as  much  as  ever  in  the  dark  with  regard  to  its 
nature,  occasion,  and  proximate  causes.  Nor  again,  does  it  appear 
to  me,  that  a  knowledge  of  the  immediate  occasion  from  which  it 
arose,  can  throw  any  light  upon  its  nature,  or  assist  us  toward 
forming  an  estimate  of  its  worth. 

12.  But  we  do  gain  a  notion  of  it,  which,  though  it  may  not  be 
complete,  is  certainly  very  important,  and  perhaps  the  only  one 
with  which,  as  Ministers  of  the  Church,  we  are  practically  con- 
cerned, when  we  are  led  by  the  language  both  of  its  friends  and 
its  adversaries,  to  consider  it  as  a  reaction,  an  attempt  to  counteract 
a  religious  system,  which  it  found  existing  and  gaining  ground  within 
the  Church.  According  to  the  descriptions^  which  have  been  given 
of  this  system  by  those  who  profess  to  be  resisting  it,  it  is  repre^ 
sented  as  one  which  undervalues  the  authority  of  the  Church,^ 
disregards  her  Ordinances,  neglects  her  Bitual,  disparages  the 
Sacraments,^  virtually  abandons  some  of  her  peculiar  Doctrines, 
destroys  the  proportion  of  her  Theology,®  and  contracts  its  com- 
pass, by  the  undue  prominence  given  to  a  few  Articles  of  Faith, 
substitutes  empty  phrases,  barren,  unreal  notions,  sensible  excite* 
ment,  feelings,  and  impressions,  for  the  substance  of  religion,  for 
true  devotion,  for  the  conscientious  discharge  of  social  duties,  for 
habits  of  self-denial  and  charity,  for  the  diligent  cultivation  and 
practical  exercise  of  Christian  virtues ;  and  thus  tends  to  diffuse 
a  kind  of  antinomianism,  which  is  only  the  more  dangerous,  on 
account  of  the  subtlety  and  refinement,  by  which  it  eludes  a  super- 
ficial observation,  and  abstains  from  all  that  would  offend  decency 
and  common  sense. 

13.  If  it  were  true  that  such  a  system  as  this  had  been  intro- 
duced into  the  Church,  and  was  making  progress,  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  those  who  undertook  to  expose  and  combat  it,  would  be 
entitled  to  our  sympathy,  even  though  we  might  not  agree  with 
them  in  all  their  principles,  or  approve  of  all  the  remedies  they 
proposed  for  the  evil. 

14.  But  though  it  is  certain  that  one  of  the  parties  in  the  con- 
troversy represents  itself  as  contending  against  such  a  system, 
several  of  their  opponents  have  not  only  indignantly  disclaimed  all 
connexion  with  it,  but  have  seemed  altogether  to  deny  its  exist- 


'  His  Lordship  has  by  no  means  exaggerated  the  description  given  by  the 
Tractarians,  of  the  teaching  of  what  they  are  pleased  to  call  the  "  Modem  Religion^ 
Mto,"  or  "  Ultra- Protestant  Party J*^  Specimens  of  this  grievous  misrepresentation, 
from  the  British  Critic,  and  Tracts  for  the  Thnes,  will  be  found  in  Appendix  E.  For 
a  true  exposition  of  the  teaching  referred  to^  see  the  Charge  of  the  Bishop  op 
Calcutta,  1838,  paragraphs  21 — 36. — Ed. 

6-  7. 8.  Compare  the  teaching  of  the  Bxbhop  of  Calcutta,  Charge,  1838,  paragraphs 
26,27,28.-.£i>. 
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eoce,  and  to  treat  it  as  a  mere  fiction,  with  which  their  antagonists 
have  either  deceived  themselves,  or  endeavoured  to  impose  upon 
others;  and  which  tends,  in  its  effect,  if  not  in  its  design,  to  check 
the  growth  of  vital  religion,  by  casting  undeserved  obloquy  on  a 
portion  of  the  Church,  which  is  more  especially  distinguished  by 
its  close  adherence  to  the  principles  of  the  Gospel,  even  if  it  be  not 
entitled  to  a  name,  which  imports  that  it  is  in  the  exclusive  posses- 
ion of  them. 

15.  There  would,  indeed,  be  just  ground  for  the  indignation 
vhich  has  been  expressed  on  this  subject,  if  the  system  above 
described  had  ever  been  imputed  to  the  individuals  who  have  dis- 
avowed it.  But  it  seems  perfectly  consistent  with  the  highest 
respect  for  them,  and  with  the  fullest  admission  of  every  thing 
they  have  asserted  with  regard  to  their  own  consciousness,  practice, 
experience,  and  observation,  to  believe,  that  the  evil  is  not  so 
purely  imaginary  as  they  have  represented  it.  It  is  a  question  of 
fact,  on  which  no  man  ought  to  accept  another's  assertion  as  proof. 
Bat  in  the  absence  of  what  can  never  be  given — ^a  proof  of  the 
negative — it  seems  no  more  than  common  charity  requires,^  to 
believe  that  those  who  profess  to  be  setting  themselves  against 
such  a  system,  are  sincerely  convinced  of  its  reality.  As  little  can 
I  doubt,  that  this  conviction  has  been  shared  by  numbers  beside, 
and  that  this  has  been  a  main  cause  of  the  acceptance  which 
writings  directed  against  the  system  have  met  with.  My  own 
opinion  on  such  a  point  can  have  no  more  weight  than  that  of  any 
other  person,  who  has  been  used  to  pay  attention  to  such  subjects. 
But  I  must  avow  that  the  result  of  my  observation  has  been  a  very 
strong  impression,  both  of  the  reality,  and  of  the  extensive  pre- 
valence of  the  evil. 

16.  And  this  suggests  another  remark,  which  may  possibly  be  of 
some  use  toward  soothing  the  apprehensions  of  persons  who  view 
the  course  which  the  controversy  has  taken  with  alarm.  When 
we  hear  of  a  school  or  party,  which  is  charged  with  an  attempt  to 
introduce  dangerous  innovations  into  the  Church,  and  are  informed, 
that  it  comprises  a  large  proportion  of  the  Clergy,  and  a  great 
number  of  the  Laity,  it  is  very  necessary  that  we  should  accustom 
ourselves  to  distinguish  between  the  Teachers  and  the  Disciples, — 
the  Guides  and  the  Followers ;  that  we  should  remember  that 
there  may  be  a  general  sympathy  and  approbation,  which  does  not 
exclude  many  differences  of  opinion,  even  on  important  points ; 
that  general  principles  may  be  adopted,  but  not  in  the  sense  or  the 
fpirit  in  which  they  were  propounded,  and  without  any  of  the 
inferences  which  are  drawn  from  them,  either  by  their  advocates 
or  their  impugners.  Indeed  examples  of  such  partial  disagreement 
have  already  appeared  ;  nor  perhaps  would  it  be  difficult  to  point 
out  indications  of  considerable  divergency  in  the  writers  who  are 
considered  as  the  leaders  and  organs  of  the  party.     But,  at  least, 
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there  seems  to  be  no  reason  to  suspect  that  the  mass  of  those 
with  whom  their  principles  have  foand  favonr,  are  not  heartily 
attached  to  the  Chnrch  in  her  present  form,  or  that  they  are  dis- 
satisfied with  the  language  of  her  formularies,^  or  desirous  of  any 
chan|;e  in  her  public  worship,  not  perfectly  consistent  with  her 
existing  Canons  and  Rubric. 


9  These  are  charges  from  which  it  would  be  diflBcult,  indeed,  to  Tindicate  the 
^' Leaders  and  Organs  of  the  Party.**  The  Bishop  of  Oxford  (Charffe  1842, 
par.  27)  makes  a  similar  distinction  between  the  ^<  Teachers  and  the  JDisoi]3es^^^  but 
his  inference  is  in  fayour  of  Hoe  former.  It  is  to  be  feared  that  they  "  who  view  the 
course  which  the  controversy  has  taken  with  alarm,**  will  derive  but  vezy  dender 
consolation  from  the  principles  and  practices  either  of  the  one  or  the  other.— -JSd. 
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CHAPTER  V, 

PKB80NAL  CHARACTER  OF  THB  LEADERS  OP  THE  HOYBMENT. TREAT- 
MENT TO  WHICH  THEY  HAVE  BEEN  EXPOSED. 


*  In  the  inquiiy  whether  any  Doctrine  be  a  Scriptural  Truth,  we  should  not  allow 
onzselves  to  be  influenced  by  the  supposed  religious  character  of  those  who  in 
our  times  hold  it,  or  the  contrary.**— Dr.  Pussy.  ImUvidtmi  Hoiineu  no  Test  qf 
Beligkmi  Tmih.    Tract  67,  p.  6. 


Eaye,  Bishop  op  Lincoln. — 1837. 

[*A  Society  of  learned  and  pious^  men ] 

Vide  Par.  1,  in  Chap.  VI. 


1   Vide  suproy  note  3,  page  10. — Ed. 

<  **  Whjf  does  €lod  exnoee  his  creatures  to  the  danger  of  embracing  error,  recom- 
mended by  personal  soodness  in  its  advocates  ? 

"  It  is  to  irp  our  faUh.  To  see,  whether,  in  spite  of  all  temptations,  we  will  trust 
His  word  in  cases  where  it  has  spoken  plainly.  That  there  are  such  cases,  where 
Bothinff  18  needed  to  discern  the  opposition  between  the  proffered  error  and  the  Word 
of  GaS,  but  an  unsophisticated  understanding,  and  an  nonest  heart,  few  will  deny. 
The  worship  of  the  Virgin,  the  bowing  down  to  Imases,  the  adoration  of  the  Wood  of 
the  Cross,  and  other  Romish  errors,  are  of  this  kino.  How  such  glaring  contradic- 
tions to  the  letter  and  spirit  of  Scripture  could  ever  establish  themselves  in  the  outward 
Church,  is  perfectly  marvellous.  We  may  attempt  to  account  for  it,  by  mentioning 
the  Cacility  with  which  errors  crept  in,  before  the  early  Church  had  had  experience  (? 
their  tendency ;  the  long  and  severe  struggle  Christianity  maintained  with  heathenism, 
wfaidi,  OTen  in  expiring,  inflicted  severe  wounds  on  its  conqueror ;  the  ignorance  of 


combine  to  keep  up  such  monstrous  errors  in  the  present  day ;  we  may  mention  these 
or  other  causes,  but  the  marvel  will  still  remain,  that  Holy  Smpture  should  be  opposed, 
point  btank,  bv  men  of  mind,  and  who  acknowledge  its  inspired  authority,  in  matters  so 
plain,  that  '  the  wayfaring  man,  though  a  fool,  cannot  err  therein.*  Now,  in  all  such 
cases^  the  lesson  we  learn  is,  *  Ceaee  yo  from  man,  whose  breath  i$  in  hit  nottrih,  for 
vherein  to  he  to  ho  aeooutUed  of  9*  St.  Paul  gives  this  view,  when  he  tells  the  Galar 
tiana,  that,  having  now,  by  inspiration,  delivered  to  them  the  Gk>epel,  if  even  he 
himself  afterward^  with  all  his  claims  to  their  resard,  should  preacn  to  them  any 
other  Gospel,  or,  if  'an  angel  from  heaven*  should  do  so,  they  should  be  so  far  from 
listening  to  him,  that  they  should  hold  him  'accursed,*  that  is,  excommunicated; 
and,  instead  of  any  longer  regarding  him  as  a  guide  and  a  friend,  should  separate 
themselves  from  him  as  an  enemy  of  the  Church.  Here  he  evidently  supposes  it 
possible  that  they,  or  future  Christians,  might  be  tried ;  otherwise,  to  what  purpose  so 
solemn  a  wamine?  He  seems,  therefore,  to  suppose  it  possible,  that  even  he,  a  holy 
man  as  he  knew  himself,  by  the  grace  of  God  to  be,  yet  still  bat  a  ma%  might,  in  an 
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Wilson,  Bishop  op  Calcutta. — 1838. 

r Being  individuals  of  no  ordinary  learning  and  piety, 

and  justly  entitled  to  the  highest  respect  in  the  stations  of  influence 

in  which  they  move,  their  writings  are  likely,  &c ] 

Vide  Par.  1,  in  Chap.  I. 

[The  able,  learned,  and  accomplished  author  of  the  Sermon  on 

Tradition ] 

Vide  Pare.  4.  6,  in  Chap.  VIII. 

[Pious  and  learned  authors Reverend  and  learned 

leaders ] 

Vide  Pare.  8.  16,  in  Chap.  VIII. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. — 1839, 
[Some  learned  and  pious  Ministers  of  our  Church  ...  .J 

rtde  Par.  37,  in  Chap.  VIII. 

The  notion^  is  assailed  with  more  than  ordinary 

ence.     "  Popery,"  "  Heresy,''  "  The  awful  Oxford  Heresy,"  are 
among  the  phrases  unreservedly  applied  to  it.] 

Vide  Par.  39,  in  Chap.  VIII. 

[I  must  add, — and  I  do  so  with  unfeigned  respect  for  the 
integrity  and  sincerity  of  these  writers,  as  well  as  for  their  eminent 
ability  and  learning, — that  I  cannot  easily  reconcile  it  with 
Christian  discretion,  &c.] 

Vide  Par.  64,  in  Chap.  XX. 

63.  I  have  thus  animadverted  on  several  particulars,  in  which  I 
deem  the  Doctrine  or  language  of  these  writers  erroneous.  Other 
instances,  it  is  very  likely,  might  be  added.    But  I  cannot  close 


uninspired  moment,  be  allowed  to  fall  into  vital  error  as  a  teacher  ;  or,  that  a  higher 
and  purer  intelligence,  a  ^ood  angel,  might,  for  their  probation,  be  permitted  to  l^  an 
emissary  of  false  Doctrine.  At  the  same  time,  he  takes  it  for  granted,  tiiat  the 
Galatians  would  see  no  cbanee  in  his  personal  character,  to  put  them  on  their  guard 
against  his  new  teaching.  Tney  would  see  nothing  in  the  angel^s  demeanour,  to  make 
them  think  that  he  came  not  from  heaven.  So  that  the  Apostle^  language,  on  this 
occasion,  amounts  to  a  very  striking  declaration,  that  nothing  of  a  mere  pertonai  kind 
that  is  in  man,  nay,  in  any  createdbeing — no  visible  goodness,  no  external  holineas, 
no  learning,  no  eloquence,  no  intellect — should  be  weighed  in  the  scale  against  Gktd*^ 
truth,  once  clearly  declared  in  the  inspired  and  infallibfe  Scripture.  This  is  a  homage 
due  to  the  Divine  Being.  If  He  has  spoken  {Plainly,  let  lUl  creation  be  silent ;  or  if  it 
speak,  let  it  be  disregarded.  To  listen  to  any,  who,  however  unconsciously,  utter 
language  contrary  to^  ttiat  of  Scripture,  is  to  set  the  creature  above  the  Creator.  It 
may  be  a  severe  trial  of  our  faith  to  hear  such  language  proceed  from  the  lips  of 
apparently  holy  men ;  but  we  must  remember,  here  lies  the  trial  I  It  is  in  this 
phenomenon  that  faith  finds  its  exercise.  We  must  resolutely  resist  aU  temptation 
to  believe  any  thing  contrarv  to  Scripture,  *  Let  God  be  true,  and  every  man  a  UarJ*  ** 

— BiRD*8  Second  Plea  for  the  Reformed  Church,  pp.  19—22 Ed. 

'  That  Tradition  is  a  mode  of  imparting  Divine  Truth    ....    still  oontinaed 
to  the  Church.    See  Par.  37— Ed 


OP  THS  LBADING  TBACTARIANS.  135 

what  I  have  had  to  saj  respecting  them,  without  offering  my 
testimony  and  humble  meed  of  praise  to  the  singular  meekness, 
charity,  and  forbearance,  which  they  have  exercised  throughout  the 
oontroversieg ;  proving  themselves  to  be,  in  Christian  temper, — 
whatever  be  thought  of  their  Doctrine, — ^immeasurably  superior  to 
most  of  those  with  whom  they  have  had  to  contend.^ 

Pearson,  Dean  op  Salisbury. — 1839. 

2.  In  common  with  many  who  have  animadverted  upon  the 
leading  doctrines  of  the  Tracts  in  question,  I  give  to  their  learned 
and  accomplished  authors  the  fullest  credit  for  uprightness  and 
sincerity  or  intention, — ^for  deep  conviction  of  the  necessity  and 
importance  of  their  design, — ^and  for  zeal  and  ability  in  carrying  it 
into  execution. 

[Pious  and  learned  writers ] 

Vide  Par.  15,  in  Chap.  XXV. 


*  I  most  here  renture  to  insert  the  following  extract  from  Mr.  Bird*s  Second  Plea 
for  the  Reformed  Churchy  premising  that  the  temper  exhibited  by  Mr.  Bird  himself 
has  been  openljr  commended  by  his  adversaries. 

<<  With  respect  to  the  qual\fiotU%on : — ^the  writer*'  (in  the  British  Critic)  "  implies 
that  man^  of  the  opponents  of  his  party  have  been  deficient  in  courtesy.  I  am  really 
at  a  loos  to  know  to  what  particular  persons  this  applies.  I  do  not  pretend  to  have 
seen  aU  that  has  ever  appeared  against  the  Tractarians ;  but  when  I  call  to  mind 
the  names  of  those  whose  publications  I  hare  read, — ^the  late  Bishop  of  Chichestsr  ; 
Mr.  BxNsoN,  the  Master  of  the  Temple ;  Mr.  Fabsr,  as  learned  in  the  Fathers  aa 
in  the  Scriptures ;  Dr.  M'Ilvainb,  Bishop  of  Ohio ;  Dr.  Miller,  the  historian ; 
Mr.  OooDK,  whose  elaborate  work  seems  to  hare  disturbed  Tractarian  courtesy  not 
a  little,  (see  BriUth  Critic^  No.  63,)^not  to  mention  the  Bishops  who  hare  warned 
their  Clergy  against  Tractarianism  in  their  Episcopal  Charges,  (particularly  against 
Tract  90,  whi^  the  Bishops  unanimoualy  condemriy  and  the  Tractarians  unanimously 
tupport  /) — ^when  I  think  of  all  these,  it  is  impossible  to  suppose  that  they  are  the 
persons  hinted  at.  They  may  be  compared  in  temper,  as  in  eveiy  thing  else,  without 
^sadrantage,  to  say  the  least,  with  the  Oxford  Triumvirate,  Mr.  Nbwman,  Dr.  Pusky, 
and  Mr.  Kbbls,  together  with  their  leading  supporters.  It  ought  to  be  from  these 
that  the  character  of  the  opposition  to  TnuSarianism  should  be  taken,  and  not  from 
mere  irregulars  and  sharpshooters y  so  to  speak,  who  hare  thrown  themselres  into  this 
unhappy  warfare,  kindled  by  the  Tractarians.  Hare  they  none  of  this  class  on  their 
side  ?  But  what  if  the  Tractarians,  m  a  body,  hare  shewn  more  command  of  temper 
than  their  opponents  ?  What  if  they  hare  generallv  confined  themselres  to  super^ 
cilions  language  rather  than  what  is  fierce  ?  Is  there  any  thing  in  this  to  excite 
mnch  wonder  ?  Let  us  call  to  mind  the  spectacle  usually  presented  to  us,  when  any 
thing  long  lored  and  renerated  is  suddenly  assailed  by  persons  who  were  supposed  to 
be,  and  oiuht  to  be,  its  friends.  Is  it  not,  that  the  assailants,  aware  how  many  old 
feelines  ana  deep-seated  principles  they  are  about  to  shake,  adrance  with  a  curb  care- 
folly  kept  upon  their  temper,  lest,  like  persons  attacking  a  hire,  they  should  suddenly 
bring  on  themselres  the  whole  swarm  of  defenders,  and  suffer  an  instant  defeat? 
Whust,  on  the  other  hand,  such  of  the  possessors  and  lovers  of  the  blessing  en- 
dangered, as  first  awake  to  a  full  perception  of  what  is  going  on,  (for  the  majority  in 
snch  eases  are  always  for  a  long  time  incredulous,)  fly  to  the  rescue  in  a  tempest  of 
indignation,  snatch  up  the  trumpet  which  the  appointed  watchmen  appear  to  be  allow- 
ing to  lie  idle,  and  blow  it,  perhaps,  somewhat  furiously.  How  often  do  these  well- 
meaning,  but  not  equally  well-iudgmg  rolunteers,  giro  the  enemy  an  adrantage,  by  the 
apparent  contmat  between  his  otlmness  and  their  excitement  I "— /S^com^/'/^a,  &c 
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SuMNKR,  Bishop  op  Chester. — 1841. 
[Whilst  learned  men  are  elaborately  proying,  &c.] 

rtde  Par.  20,  in  Ghi^.  XIII. 

Maltbt,  Bishop  of  Durham. — 1841. 

[I  must  express  my  deep  concern,  that,  instead  of  employing  the 
resources  of  their  piety  and  learning  to  heal  the  dissentions,  &c.] 
Vide  Par  3,  in  Chap.  XXV.     Vide  also  Par.  11,  in  Chap.  VIII" 

5.  I  suppose  I  need  hardly  vindicate  myself  from  the  suspicion 
of  being  actuated  by  any  intolerant  feelings,  in  regard  to  the  con- 
scientious adherents  of  the  Church  of  Rome.  With  many  members 
of  that  Church  I  have,  both  in  my  former  Diocese  and  this,  had 
the  pleasure  of  much  social  intercourse ;  and  I  gladly  seize  the 
opportunity  of  acknowledging  thus  publicly  the  many  marks  of 
courteous  and  respectful  attention  which  I  have  received  from 
them.  With  88  little  justice  should  I  be  charged  with  an  unfriendly 
feeling  towards  those  learned  persons  of  our  own  Church,  who 
have  taken  the  lead  in  propounding  their  opinions  with,  what  I 
must  be  allowed  to  call,  a  misplaced  zeal.  It  has  not  been  my 
fortune  to  have  any  intercourse  whatsoever  with  those  able  writers; 
excepting,  indeed,  one  distinguished  individual,  of  whom,  as  a 
former  pupil,  I  have  no  recollections,  but  such  as  are  most 
agreeable. 

6.  Personal  feelings,  however,  can  have  no  place  in  a  question 
like  this.  Grievously  should  I  fail  in  my  duty  if,  in  a  matter 
affecting  the  purity  of  Doctrine,  and  the  maintenance  of  good  order 
in  the  Church,  I  were  capable  of  allowing  any  private  or  personal 
considerations  to  prevent  the  avowal  of  an  honest  and  deliberate 
opinion. 

J^However  painful  may  be   the   task  of  animadverting  upon 
opinions  espoused  by  persons  otherwise   so  respectable,   &c.] 
Vuie  Par.  10,  in  Chap.  XXV. 

Monk,  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and  Bristol. — 1841. 

2.  I  am  not  by  nature  an  alarmist ;  and  there  are  reasons  of  no 
small  importance  that  would  rather  dispose  me  to  regard  the 
authors  of  this  movement  with  favour  and  approbation.  Their 
high  tone  of  devotional  piety,  their  careful  and  diligent  attention 
to  the  holy  ordinances  and  godly  discipline  of  our  Church  are 
eminently  praiseworthy.  The  example  set  by  them  of  directing 
the  studies  of  Divines  to  the  writings  of  the  Fathers,  and  the 
investigation  of  Christian  Antiquities,  has  a  tendency  to  exalt  the 
Clerical  character ;  while  by  framing  their  own  lives  and  conversa- 
tion in  the  genuine  spirit  of  Evangelical  piety,  by  their  self-denial, 
their    disinterestedness,  and   the   habitual  cultivation   of   every 
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Christian  yirttie,  they  have  entitled  themselves  to  onr  regard  and 
admiration.  But  I  cannot  and  ought  not  to  disguise  from  you, 
that  there  is  somewhat  in  the  language  and  the  writings  of  these 
persons  which  I  do  not  contemplate  without  uneasiness. 

[It  is  true  that  the  distinguished  authors  themselves  have  unequi- 
vocally denied  any  attachment  on  their  own  rart  to  Rome,  and 

have  decisively  repudiated  that  imputation,     ^ut 

it  is  impossible  not  to  entertain  serious  apprehensions  at  the  course 
which  has  been  adopted  by  persons,  whose  learning,  talents,  and 
character,  ensure  to  them  influence  among  their  contemporaries.] — 

rule  Par.  7,  in  Chap.  XVIII. 
8^  I  have  now,  my  Reverend  Brethren,  performed  my  duty  in 
avowing  my  sentiments  respecting  these  writings ;  and  never  did  I 
perform  any  public  duty  which  gave  me  greater  pain.  It  is  true 
that  I  am  not  personally  acquainted  with  the  distinguished  indi- 
vidaals  who  are  reputed  to  be  the  principal  authors  of  the  Tracts. 
Bat  I  lament  that  persons  gifted  with  every  qualification  which 
can  enable  men  to  improve  and  enlighten  their  fellow-creatures, 
should  now  occupy  a  questionable  position,  and  excite  alarm  amonv 
the  friends  of  that  Church  of  which  they  are  eminently  qualified 
to  be  the  support  and  the  ornament. 

9.  I  am,  however,  well  acquainted  with  some  persons,  members 
of  my  own  Diocese,  whom  report  numbers  among  the  supporters  of 
the  system  which  those  writers  recommend  and  uphold.  And  I 
hear  my  willing  testimony  to  the  exemplary  purity  of  their  lives, 
their  Doctrine,  and  their  opinions.  Persons  more  diligent  in  every 
pastoral  duty,  more  charitable  towards  all  who  differ  from  them  in 
sentiment,  or  more  fraught  with  all  the  virtues  which  are  the 
genuine  fruit  of  Christ^s  religion,  I  never  knew.  It  is  impossible  to 
suspect  such  men  of  an  inclination  to  leave  worshipping  the  Lord 
in  the  beauty  of  holiness,  and  to  encourage  or  tolerate  a  system, 
in  which  human  inventions  and  abuses  stand  side  by  side  with 
Evangelical  truth. 

10.  But  if  an  angel  from  heaven  preach  any  other  Gospel  than 
that  which  we  have  received  from  the  Apostles  and  Evangelists, 
I  trust  that  he  will  preach  in  vain.^     We  must  remember,  that  the 


'  Dr.  PusEV,  in  his  Leiier  to  the  ArchbUhop  qf  Canterbury y  (p.  86,  and  note,) 
obsenrefly — **  In  one  Diocese,  which  was  becoming  more  tranquil,  and  there  seemed 
hopes  of  a  better  mutual  understandiug,  thanks  were  publicly  given  in  one  chief 
plaee,  that  the  Bishop  had,  from  that  pulpit,  denounced  our  teaching  as  '  another 
GatpeiJ*  The  Bishop  of  Gluucbstsr  plainly  meant  to  enforce  the  principle,  that 
indiTidoal  character  is  no  excuse  for  briueing  in  error  of  any  kind :  '  But  if  an 
angelj*  &c.  He  could  not  have  meant  what  tne  words  would  go  to^  since  he  had  just 
taUU^^  I  am  well  acquainted  with  some  persons^  members  of  my  own  Diocese^  whom 
report  numbers  among  the  supporters  of  the  system,  which  those  writers  recommend 
and  uphold.  And  I  bear  my  willing  testimony  to  the  exemplary  purity  of  their  lives, 
their  Doeiriney  and  their  opinion*,^  '^ 

The  italic*  in  this  extract,  from  the  Bisho^^s  Charge,  are  Dr.  Pusey^s ;  but  the 
inference  to  which  they  seem  designed  to  lead  is  not  warranted  by  the  context.  His 
Lordship  proceeds—''  It  is  impossible  to  suspect  such  men  of  an  inclination  .... 
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embject  is  one  which  admits  not  of  compromise ;  that  we  are  bound 
by  the  most  solemn  and  most  responsible  of  duties,  to  preserve  to 
the  Church  that  Scriptural  purity,  in  which  it  has  been  handed 
down  to  us  by  our  Reformers. 

LoNOLEY,  Bishop  of  Ripon. — 1841. 

[The  fact  that  such  teaching  has  led  to  consequences  which  we 
y  belieye  those  pious  and  learned  men  could  never  have  them- 
selves contemplated,  and  we  are  satisfied  they  must  now  deplore, 
in  bringing  many  to  the  verge  of  schism,  will  evidently  shew  that 
their  guidance  in  these  matters  must  be  looked  upon  with  some 
suspicion.] 

Vids  Par  67,  in  Chap.  VI. 

[Let  US, — as  has  recently  been  said  in  the  spirit  of  a  truly 
Christian  moderation,  by  one  of  the  most  eminent  among  the 
writers,^  to  whom  I  have  before  alluded &c.] 

Vide  Par.  10,  in  Chap.  II. 

Strachan,  Bishop  op  Toronto. — 1841. 

[Devout  and  learned  men The  tenor  of  their  teaching 

has  been,  like  their  lives,  holy,  meek,  and  consistent  with  the 

spirit  of  Christianity ] 

Vide  Par.  6,  in  Chap.  VI. 

Beresfobd,  Archbishop  of  Armagh. — 1842. 

It  is  deeply  to  be  lamented,  that  a  body  of  learned  and  ex- 
emplary Divines,  in  the  sister  country,  should,  in  the  course  of 
their  efforts  to  promote  a  stricter  adherence  to  ecclesiastical  order, 
and  to  excite  feelings  of  deeper  reverence  in  the  performance  of 
the  offices  of  religion,  have  propounded  opinions,  which  are  cal- 
culated not  only  to  disturb  the  peace  of  the  Church,  but  to  lead 
men  into  error  respecting  its  Doctrines.  It  was  because  I  viewed 
the  tendency  of  their  writings  in  this  light,  that  I  felt  it  to  be  my 
duty  to  animadvert  upon  them,  at  my  Triennial  Visitation  of  this 


to  encourage  or  tolerate  a  system  m  tohicH  human  inventions  and  abuses  stand  side  by 
side  with  Evangelical  truth.'*'*  This,  then,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Bishop  op  Glou- 
CX8TBR,  is  the  character  of  the  Tractarian  system :  there  may  be  individuals  erro- 
neously numbered  among  its  supporters  ;  but  that  is  not  the  point  at  issue.  Can  ''  a 
system  m  which  human  inventions  and  abuses  stand  side  by  side  with  Evangelical  truth'*'* 
be  the  Gospel  which  St.  Paul  preached  ?  Is  such  a  mixture  of  '*  wood,  hay,  stubble** 
a  '*  work***  that  shall ''  abide"?  If  not,  it  is  '*  another  Gospel  ;'*  and,  painful  as  it  may- 
be, ''  those  same  sad  words**  must  be  used,  as  Dr.  Pusby  says  that  "  the  Bishop  op 
Calcutta  does  seem  to  use  them,  in  their  full  meaning.**.-.£D. 
*  Mr.  Nbwman.— Ed. 
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province.^ — Amwer  to  an  Address  from  the  InhaUtatUs  of  Dufir 
gcuman  and  Parish  of  DrumgUus. 

Mant,  Bishop  op  Down  and  Connor,  and  Dbomorb. — 1842. 

[If  erroneous  seDtiments  be  avowed  in  them  (the  Tracts),  whilst 
we  condemn  the  error,  respect  is  due  to  the  religions  attainments, 
the  high  moral  excellence,  the  learning,  and  the  conscientious 
efforts — conscientious,  doubtless,  however  misdirected — of  the 
writers  from  whom  these  compositions  proceed.] 

Vide  Pan.  3, 4^  in  Chap.  II. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  of  Exetbb. — 1842. 

Vide  Par.  2,  in  Chap.  VI. 

[Are  they  mere  formalists !  Are  thej  devoid  of  spiritual  and 
vital  religion  f] 

Vide  Par.  4,  in  Chap.  XXIII. 

[I  feel  it  m^  duty,  once  more,  publicly  to  tender  to  them  such 
thanks  as  it  is  in  my  power  to  give;  and  I  do  so  the  more 
earnestly,  because  for  this,  (labouring  to  impress  the  necessity 
and  efficacy  of  the  Sacraments,)  too,  they  have  been  publicly 
attacked  by  men  of  learning  and  piety,  who,  in  their  zeal  for 
a  favourite  theory,  seem  to  have  forgotten,  not  only  the  claims 
of  charity,  and  even  justice,  but  also  some  portion  of  their  Creed, 
as  well  as  of  the  Articles,  to  which  they  have  solemnly  and  re- 
peatedly subscribed.]^ 

Vide  Par.  26,  in  Chap.  XII. 

[The  discontinuance  of  these  publications  (The  Tracts  for  the 
Times)  proves  that,  with  the  writers,  a  deference  to  Church 
authority  is  more  than  an  empty  name.  It  is  not  with  their  lips, 
or  with  their  pens  alone,  that  they  have  set  forth  the  duty  of 
frank  and  ingenuous  submission  to  the  judgment  of  their  Bishop. 
A  single  request  from  him,  founded  on  his  view  of  what  was  best 
for  the  peace  of  the  Church,  sufficed  to  silence  them.'     But  here 

commendation  from  me  must  cease ] 

nde  Pan.  43,  44,  in  Chap.  XXI. 

[Be  it  so.     Let  him  (Mr.  Newman)  have  all  the   benefit  to 


7  It  is  mnch  to  be  regretted,  that  the  Charge  delivered  by  the  Prim ats,  on  the 
occasion  referred  to,  has  not  been  published.  The  remarks  of  his  Grace  upon 
Trad  90,  as  quoted  by  himself,  in  his  answer  to  the  Dungannon  address,  will  be  found 
in  Chapter  XXI Ed. 

*  His  Lordship  refers  especially,  though  not  by  name,  to  the  Bishop  of  Chester. 
See  Notes  on  Par.  24  and  27 En. 

9  See  Note  on  the  republication  qf  Trtiet  90,  and  the  unanmaus  vindication  of  its 
jfrvndplee  by  ali  the  leading  members  of  the  party,  pase  103,  supra.  See  also  Note  on 
Pangzaph  33  of  the  Bishop  of  Oxford's  Chaiige^  1642,  in  Chapter  XX.i—ED. 
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which  this  explanation,  and,  still  more,  his  high  character,  may 
entitle  him.  But  let  it  not  he  thought  inyidious,  if  I  say  that, 
as  the  policy  pursued  in  his  Tract  (No.  90,)  is  most  discordant 
with  the  principles,  and  happily  with  the  practice,  of  our  Church, 
it  cannot  oe  matter  of  surprise,  that  the  adverse  feeling  provoked 
hy  it  has  more  than  neutralized,  in  many  dispassionate  minds,  the 
high  estimation  of  him  which  former  services  had  justly  acquired.] 
rtde  Par.  68,  in  Chap.  XXI. 

MusGRAVE,  Bishop  op  Hereford. — 1842. 

75.  76.  As  to  the  eminent  persons  whose  names  have  heen  iden- 
tified with  the  Doctrines  and  practices  in  question,  I  would  by  no 
means  attribute  to  them  any  thing  which  they  may  have  di^ 
claimed  plainly  and  explicitly ;  though  they  seem  not  to  be,  and  it 
is  to  be  hoped  they  are  not,  fully  aware  of  the  inevitable  tendency 
of  their  writings. 

77.  But,  whilst  ourselves  as  earnest  in  condemning,  as  they  can 
be  in  defending  their  views,  we  would  desire  to  remember  that 
they  are  still  our  brethren,  and  that  this  their  relation  to  us, 
entitles  them  to  Christian  courtesy,  as  their  learning  and  piety 
entitle  them  to  respect. 

78.  Yet,  dreading  any  approximation  to  what  savours  of  super- 
stition and  idolatry,  by  whomsoever  recommended,  and  pledged  by 
our  solemn  vows  to  uphold  and  guard  that  Protestant  Reformed 
Church,  which  the  Sovereign  on  the  throne  is  equally  bound  to 
defend  and  cherish,  we  cannot  consent  to  abandon  or  vary  our 
principles  at  the  bidding  of  any  men,  or,  by  silent  connivance, 
to  assist  in  extinguishing  the  light  and  life  of  that  truth  which  the 
Beformation  has  bequeathed  to  our  country  and  to  mankind. 

79.  We  would  not  "  reappropriate''  any  of  the  peculiar  Doctrines 
of  Rome,  which  were  eschewed  by  the  Reformers ;  nor  would  we, 
as  some  desire,  "unprotestantize"^  our  Church,  even  at  the  hazard, 
on  refusal,  of  a  mighty  defection, — of  a  vast  apostacy  to  Rome, — 
lamentable,  and  much  to  be  deprecated,  as  such  an  occurrence 
would  be.^ 

Knox,  Bishop  op  Limerick. — 1842. 

[I  freely  admit,  when  the  zeal  of  pious,  but,  perhaps,  enthusiastic 
men  first  set  forth  those  writings,  entitled  '^  Tracts  for  the  Times,''^ 
much  good  resulted ] 

Vide  Par.  2,  in  Chap.  VI. 

Blomfield,  Bishop  op  London. — 1842. 
[We  are  much  indebted  to  those  learned  and  pious  men,  who 


See  Notes  on  Par.  49  of  the  Bishop  of  Oxford's  Charge,  1842,  tr^/ro.-— £&. 
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bare  forciblj  recalled  our  attention  to  a  branch   of  duty,  (the 
obfierrance   of  the  Rubric,)  too   long  imperfectlj  performed.] 

Vide  Par.  30,  in  Ch»p.  VI. 

[The  character  of  the  Church  (of  Rome)  itself  is  not  altered  by 
that  of  a  few,  or  many,  of  its  individual  members,  whose  personal 
graces  and  virtues  at  once  modify  and  recommend  the  principles 
which  they  profess. 

There  is  scarcely  any  error  of  Doctrine,  however  extravagant 
or  dangerous,  which  has  not  been  held  by  some  persons  of  un- 
questioned piety,  and  irreproachable  conduct.^] 
rtde  Par.  66,  in  Chap.  XVIII. 

CopLKSTON,  Bishop  of  Llandaff. — 1842. 

[These  complaints  (of  the  insufficiency  of  our  religious  offices 
ana  formularies,)  arise  more  from  the  indulgence  of  a  morbid 
feeling  in  religious  matters ; — ^a  feeling  which,  when  supported  by 
ability  and  learning,  and  a  reputation  for  sanctity,  is  highly  con- 
tagious, &eJ] 

Vide  Par.  37,  in  Chap.  XX.  * 

[These  rash  teachers,  &c.] 

Vide  Par.  41,  in  Chap.  XXV. 
[But  I  do  not  charge  insincerity  upon  them.     Their  characters 
stand  too  high  for  that  imputation.     It  is  merely  that  infirmity  of 
mind,  &c.] 

rtde  Par.  46,  in  Chap.  XX. 

Mountain,  Bishop  of  Montreal. — 1842. 

[Excellent  men^  who  have  been  carried  away  into  a  passion,  if  I 
may  so  express  it,  for  the  Church  and  Church-Ordinances,  which 
detracts  something  from  their  devotion  to  the. Churches  Lord;  or 

into  a  fondness  for  the  circumstantials  of  religion which 

actually  interferes  with  their  zeal  for  its  exalted  and  spiritual 
truths.] 

Vide  Par.  12,  in  Chap.  X. 

[Manifestations  of  so  unequivocal  a  character,  that,  although  the 
leaders  of  the  party  in  which  they  have  appeared,  are  men  upon 
many  grounds  amply  entitled  to  respect,  and  their  more  violent 
and  bitter  opponents  are,  upon  many  grounds,  no  less  open  to 
reprehension, — I  have  been  almost  prompted  to  cry  out  in  my 
spirit,  QuOy  quo  scelesti  ruitis  f  &c.] 

Fi<fo  Par.  16,  in  Chap.  XXV. 


*  Mr.  Caswall,  speaking  of  the  Mormon  heresy,  observes,  ''  Had  the  foonders  of 
the  syBtem  been  men  of  tolerable  character,  moderate  foresight,  and  sufficient  honesty 
to  become  the  dupes  of  their  own  enthusiasm,  it  is  impossible  to  estimate  the  mischief 
whidi  might  have  been  already  affected«''..Ca8wall*s  Prophet  qf  the  19/A  Century ^ 
p.  9 ^En. 
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O'Brien,  Bishop  op  Ossory,  Ferns  and  Leighlin. — 1842. 

[ A  minority,  which  is  Dot  inconsiderable  in  point  of 

numbers,  and  which  is  most  formidable,  as  possessing,  in  an 
eminent  degree,  the  characteristic  combination,  and  zeal,  and 
energy,  of  the  aggressive  party.] 

Vide  Par.  91,  in  Chap.  I. 

[A  party possessed  of  such  wide-spread  influence,  of 

such  activity,  ability,  watchfulness,  and  perseverance.] 
Vids  Pars.  92  and  160,  in  Chap.  IV. 

[That  very  rash  and  intemperate  young  man  (Mr.  Froude).] 

rtde  Par.  126,  in  Chap.  IV. 
[All  the  while  that  the  course  of  aggression  and  agitation  .  .  . 
.  .  .  was  going  on,  from  time  to  time,  credit  was  most  confidently 
taken  by  the  chief  agents  in  it,  (and  too  often  given  to  them,) 
for  the  quietness  and  moderation  of  their  proceedings ;  .  .  .  and 
all  this  while,  all  who  opposed  the  men — who,  according  to  their 
frank  confession,  were  intruding  upon  the  peace  of  the  contented,  and 
raising  doubts  in  the  minds  of  the  uncomplaining,  vexing  the 
Church  with  controversy,  alarming  serious  men,  and  interrupting 
the  established  order  of  things,  —  were  held  up  as  wanton 
disturbers  of  the  Church'*s  peace ;  and  all  who  raised  a  warning 
voice  as  to  the  objects  and  tendencies  of  this  movement, — which 
it  is  now  acknowledged,  has  carried  all  within  its  vortex,  far,  and 
must  carry  them  further  and  further,  from  the  principles  of  the 
Reformation — were  stigmatized  as  causeless  alarmists.] 

rtde  Par.  154,  in  Chap.  IV. 

Baoot,  Bishop  of  Oxford. — 1842. 

10.  I  do  not  mean,  —  God  forbid! — that,  if  the  doctrines  of 
which  I  am  speaking  are  erroneous,  they  are  not  to  be  exposed  and 
condemned,  that  high  and  low,  rich  and  poor,  are  not  in  their 
several  stations  to  be  warned  against  adopting  them  ;  but  what  I 
say  is  this,  that  error  is  to  be  met  with  argument,  not  with 
clamour,  and  to  be  answered  with  painful  care,  and  grave  reverence, 
and  firm  (though  kind)  remonstrance  ; — not  to  be  made  the  subject 
of  rancorous  declamation,^ — not  to  be  treated  with  the  rude,  coarse 
abuse,  which  party  spirit  is  sure  to  elicit  from  ill-conditioned  minds, 
and  which  is  as  opposite  to  the  tone  of  Christian  condemnation,  as 
darkness  is  to  li^ht.  Persecution  never  has,  never  will,  answer  its 
object  ;* — there  is  something  in  the  very  constitution  of  our  com- 


9  See  quotation  from  Mr.  Bird's  Second  Plea  for  the  Riformaiion,  tupra,  page  135, 
note  4.— £i). 

♦  The  Rev.  F.  E.  Paget,  M.A.,  Rector  of  El  ford,  and  Chaplain  to  the 
Bishop  of  Oxford,  has  embodied  these  sentiments  of  his  Lordship,  with  singular 
fidelity,  in  his  description  of  the  character  of  Maiy  dinUm,  the  herome  of  one  of  his 
recent  Traciarian  Novels, 
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mon  nature,  which  inclines  men  to  side  with  those  whom  they 
think  nnfairlj  treated.^  And  such,  I  am  disposed  to  think,  has 
heen  the  case  with  respect  to  the  opinions  of  which  I  am  speaking. 
Whether  those  opinions  are  right  or  wrong,  I  yerily  belieye,  that 
the  temper  in  which  their  advocates  have  been  attacked,  has 
gained  them  more  adherents  than,  perhaps,  any  other  cause.^ 

11.  What  can  have  been  more  lamentable  than  the  tone  which 
(of  course  I  am  speaking  ffenerally)  has  been  adopted  by  those 
who  haye  set  themselves  (I  hope  conscientiously)  to  oppose  the 
opinions  in  question, — what  can  be  more  offensive  to  Christian 
charity,  than  to  hear  men  of  blameless  lives  held  up  to  public 
execration  in  the  newspapers  of  the  day,  as  *^a  synagogue  of 
Satan,^  and  branded  as  ^^  heretics,^^  by  persons  who  yet  hold  back 
the  grounds  on  which  they  make  their  charges !  Above  all, — ^and 
I  cannot  notice,  without  grave  reprehension,  the  conduct  of  these 
individuals, — what  can  be  more  offensive  than  to  see  Clergymen, 
Ministers  of  the  Oospel  of  Peace,  so  far  forgetting  themselves, 
their  duties,  and  their  position,  as  to  appear  at  public  meetings  as 
speakers,  or  in  the  daily  journals  as  correspondents,  whose  tone  is 
rather  that  of  personal  opposition,  than  of  grave  objection  to  error, 
and  who  thereby  almost  compel  us  to  think,  that  they  are  lament- 
ably deficient  in  that  spirit  which  is  ^^pure,  and  peaceable,  and 
gentle,  and  easy  to  be  entreated,  fiill  of  mercy  and  good  fruits,^ — 
"  thinking  no  evil,"' — "  rejoicing  not  in  iniquity,  but  rejoicing  in  the 
tmth.^7  I  would  that  such  could  see  themselves  as  they  appear  to 
others, — and  could  think  of  themselves,  as  all  good  men,  of  what- 


B  **  The  feeling  of  a  heart  ahhorring  the  spirit  of  peneoution  .  .  •  were  all 
arrayed  in  favour  of  those  whom  she  perceived  were  unfairly  used.*' 

^  ''  It  is  thus  that,  in  multitudes  of  cases,  the  violence  of  ultra- Protestant  tactics 
has  defeated  itself.  .  .  .  From  sympathising  with  the  Tract-writers,  she 
thought  it  would  be  cowardly  not  to  defend  them  whenever  she  heard  them 
assaUed." 

Such  were  the  feelings  of  this  young  lady,  *'  as,  day  bv  day,  she  heard  of  the  cruel 
and  unmanly  calumnies  which  were  heaped  upon  the  authors  of  the  Oxford  movement, 
as  she  watched  their  meek  and  silent  following  of  their  Lord*s  example  ;  as  she  heard 
of  their  holy  and  harmless  lives;  as  one  falsehood  after  another  which  had  been 
circulated  Jbout  them  was  disproved ;  as  she  witnessed,  with  shame  and  pain,  the 
unchristian  tempers,  the  flagrant  didionesty,  nay,  (alas  that  it  must  be  said  I)  the 
WICKEDNESS  (sicj  of  the  opposite  party.'*— Paobt's  Warden  qf  Berkinghoii,  pp.  36, 37. 
—Ed. 

^  '*  And  is  it  really  the  case,  my  Lord,  that  all  the  violence  and  bitterness  have  been 
on  one  side  ?  If  not,  it  would  have  been  but  fair  to  have  bestowed  both  praise  and 
censure,  in  a  way  more  calculated  to  do  justice  to  all  parties.** — Some  DifficulHes  in  the 
laie  Charge  qf  the  Lord  Biehop  ojf  Ojifordy  respectfully  pointed  out,  in  a  Letter  to  hia 
Lordship,  By  the  Rev.  W.  Goods,  M.A.,  &c.,  p.  6. 

"  Surely  I  ma^  ask  your  Lordship,  whether  you  really  think  that  it  will  tend  to  the 
ultimate  well  bem^  and  prosperity  of  the  Church,  that  such  parties  should  be  brought 
before  the  public  m  the  character  of  ill-used  and  persecuted  men,  and  an  endeavour 
made  to  enlist  in  their  favour  all  the  feelings  which  injured  virtue,  persecuted  philan- 
thropy, and  miraculous  success  can  suggest ;  and  their  opponents  stigmatized  as 
'gratuitous  a^tators,  and  unbidden  accusers  of  their  brethren  ;*  and  opposition  to 
their  proceedings  be  forbidden,  because  the  Church  needs  peaGe.**-^6u/,  pp.  27>  28. 
See  Pars.  63,  64  of  his  LQrd8hip*s  Charge.— -Eo. 
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ever  party,  must  think  of  them.  I  would  that  they  would  reflect, 
with  whom  they  are  leaguing  themselves,  and  whether  some  of 
those  with  whom  they  act,  are  not  men  whose  hearts*  desire,  and 
ulterior  object,  is  the  total  destruction  of  our  National  Church. 
And  more  than  this, — I  would  that  they  should  learn  a  lesson  from 
the  men  whose  doctrines  they  repudiate,  and  whose  persons  they 
so  bitterly  assail. 

12.  whatever  may  have  been  the  errors,  whether  of  Doctrine  or 
of  judgment,  (and  of  these  I  am  not  at  present  speaking,)  of  which 
the  Authors  of  the  Tracts  for  the  Times  have  been  guilty,  I  will 
say  this  for  them,  that  the  moderation  and  forbearance  they  have 
shewn,  under  insults  the  most  galling  and  provoking  that  can  be 
imagined,  has  been  exemplary  ;  and  I  am  glad  to  avail  myself 
of  this  public  opportunity  of  expressing  my  admiration  of  the  meek 
and  Christian  spirit  they  have  invariably  shewn,^ — not  rendering 
railing  for  railing,  and  never  tempted,  by  the  frequent  ignorance, 
and  often  immeasurable  inferiority,^  of  many  of  their  adversaries, 
to  retort  upon  them.* 

13r  You  will  observe,  that  what  I  have  now  said,  has  no  refer- 
ence whatever  to  the  question,  how  far  the  doctrines  promulgated 
by  the  Tract-writers  are,  or  are  not,  erroneous :  but  I  am  desirous 
now  to  record  my  judgment,  that,  granting  them  to  be  ever  so 
erroneous,  ever  so  heretical,  and  ever  so  much  to  be  condemned, 
they  have  been  dealt  with,  for  the  most  part,  in  that  spirit  of  pre- 
determined hostility,  which  is  most  apt  to  confound  what  is  true 


*  His  Lordship  has,  in  some  degree,  qualified  this  testimony,  as  it  affects  certain 
memhers  of  the  party,  in  a  subsequent  part  of  his  Charge.  ''  1  must  further  observe, 
that  there  has  appeared  to  me  a  lamentable  want  of  judgment,  and  I  cannot  but  say  q/* 
charity  and  hunulity  too,  in  the  writings  of  some  who  of  late  have  come  forward  as  the 
advocates  of  Catholic  principles/* — See  Par.  32. 

It  must  be  needless  to  remind  any  one  who  has  ever  had  the  slightest  intercourse 
with  the  Bishop  of  Oxford,  that  nothing  could  be  more  repugnant  to  his  Lordship's 
feelines,  than  the  conduct  which  he  so  severely  censures  in  the  opponents  of  the  Tract- 
arian  School.  We  cannot  wonder,  therefore,  at  his  speakixig  strongly  on  the  subject. 
And  yet  we  may  be  almost  tempted  to  assert,  with  Dr.  Pussy,  that  '<  The  Bishop 
means  to  condemn  what  he  thinks  them  to  be  v"  that  he  '*  seems  mostly  to  have  formed 
his  warnings  on  detached  passagesy  .  .  .  wiihaut  having  had  time  to  inquire,'*^  or 
*'  leisure  to  examine.^*  (  Vide  note  5,  6,  p.  6,  supra.)  At  all  events,  it  is  butjustioe  to 
his  Lordship  to  say  that,  at  the  period  when  this  Charge  was  delivered,  his  Cinaplain's 
Novel,  The  Warden  of  Berkingholt,  was  not  published ;  nor  is  it  possible  to  believe  tiiat 
the  Bishop  had  ever  read  the  disgusting  article  on  7^  Oj^ord  Margaret  Prqfessor, 

in  the  69tn  Number  of  the  British  Critic See  more  on  this  unpleasant  topic,  under 

The  Character  of  the  Tractarians  as  Controversialists,  Chapter  VIII.  and  Appendix  P. 
—Ed. 

9  « I  cannot  see,  however,'*  observes  the  Bishop  of  Montreal, — (vide  Charge  1842, 
par.  16.  note) — "even  with  reference  to  the  leaders  themselves,  that  any  conscious- 
ness of  inferiority  to  these  writers,  on  our  own  part,  either  disqualifies,  or  should 
withhold  us  from  making  a  stand  against  what  we  are  satisfied,  upon  clear  grounds, 
which  we  can  clearly  state,  to  be  of  hurtful  tendency  in  their  writings.** — Ed. 

1  It  has  been  the  almost  invariable  policy  of  the  Tractarians  to  pass  by,  in  silenee, 
whatever  has  been  urged  against  them  by  their  opponents  ;  "  a  sign,** — as  the  Bishop 
OF  CuKSTBR  remarks, — (vide  Charge  1842,  par.  5,  noteV--''  of  the  discretion,  if  not 
of  the  candour  of  the**  party.  They  seem,  from  first  to  last,  to  have  adopted,  as  their 
motto,  the  command  of  Hezekiah  to  the  men  of  Judah,  ^'Answer  him  not.'*'' — En. 
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With  what  is  false,  and  which,  from  having  so  little  of  Christian 
charity  in  it,  (for  charity,  while  it  has  no  leaning  to  the  error,  is 
lenient  to  the  erring,)  is,  on  that  very  ground,  to  be  suspected. 
See  also  Par.  7,  in  Chap.  IV. 

16.  The  Tracts  for  the  Times  hare,  indeed,  been  brought  to  a 
close,  and  at  my  personal  request.  And  I  take  this  opportunity  of 
repeating  in  public,  what  I  have  never  been  backward  to  acknow- 
ledge in  private,  my  deep  sense  of  the  dutifulness,  and  ready 
submission,^  which  was  then  shewn  to  the  Bishop  of  the  Diocese, 
and  of  the  affection  and  kind  feeling  displayed  towards  myself 
personally,  by  the  individuals  most  interested. 

•  •a..... 

4>9.  As  for  those,  the  success  of  whose  system  would  be  to  drive 
their  brethren  into  secession,  it  seems  to  me  that  they  little  know 
of  what  spirit  they  are.^     The  opinions  they  dislike  may,  or  may 

<  The  publication  of  severtii  $ticeessive  ediHoru  of  Tract  90,  and  the  unanimotta 
vhu&caHon  of  it»  prineiples  by  the  leaden  qf  the  parly,  {vide  supra,  p.  103^  note  2,) 
are  iacta  which  no  one  has  yet  been  able  to  reconcile  with  that  Reverence  for  EpU- 
copaey  of  which  the  Tractarians  so  londly  boast.  Other  difficulties,  of  a  sinular 
descriptionj  will  be  found  in  Appendix  G. — En. 

>  <<  The  impression  left  on  my  mind  by  a  Charge/*  (not  published. — Ed.)  ''  deliyered 
in  the  foregoing  summer  by  an  Archbishop  op  thk  United  Church  was,  that  he  held 
that  we  oufht  to  leave  the  Church, — meaning  probably,  abandon  our  office  as 
Ministers  in  her. *^ — Dr.  Pushy.     Letter  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury ,  p.  68. 

^  If  this  goes  on,  my  Lord,  where  is  it  to  end  ?     If  our  own  Bishops,  and  others, 

encouraged  by  them,  say  to  us — sore  as  it  is  to  repeat,  they  are  their  own  words, — 

'  Get  thee  hence,  Satan ;'  while  those  of  the  Roman  Communion  pray  for  us,  and 

inyite  us,  is  it  not  sorely  adding  to  the  temptations,  I  say  not  of  ourselves,  but  of 

ounser  men  V* — Ibid,  p^  86. 

''  If  we  are  thus  singled  out  from  the  rest  of  our  Lord*s  flock,  as  diseased  and 
tainted  sheep,  who  must  be  kept  separate  from  the  rest,  lest  we  corrupt  them ;  if 
a  mark  is  thus  set  upon  us,  and  we  are  disowned,  things  cannot  abide  thus.  For  us, 
who  are  elder,  it  might  be  easy  to  retire  from  the  weary  strife,  if  it  should  be  ever 
neoeasary,  into  Lay-communion,  or  seek  some  other  branch  of  our  Church,  which 
would  receive  us;  but  for  the  young,  whose  feeUngs  are  not  bound  up  with  their 
Church  by  the  habits  and  mercies  of  many  years,  and  to  whom,  labouring  in  her 
service  is  not  become  a  second  nature,  an  element  in  our  existence,  their  sympathies 
will  have  vent,  and,  if  they  find  themselves  regarded  as  outcasts  from  their  Church- 
to  a  Church  they  must  belong,  and  they  will  seek  Rome^ — Ibid,  p.  89. — For  Mr. 
Ksblb'*8  views  on  the  subject,  vide  Resignation  and  Lay-Communion,  &c. 

On  the  unh^py  subject  of  Secession  to  Romb,  the  Bishops  of  Hkrkford,  London, 
and  OssoRT,  have  expressed  themselves  as  follows : — 

'<  We  would  not '  reappropriate*  any  of  the  peculiar  Doctrines  of  Rome  which  were 
eschewed  by  the  Reformers ;  nor  would  we,  as  some  desire, '  unprotestantize*  our 
Church,  even  at  the  hazard,  on  refusal,  of  a  mighty  defection,  of  a  vast  apostacy  to 
Rome — lamentable  and  much  to  be  deprecated  as  such  an  occurrence  would  be.**— 
Charge  qf  the  Bishop  of  Her^ord,  1842,  par  Id, 

**  But  a  greater  evil  than  the  apostacy  of  a  fete,  or  even  of  many,  would  be  the 
success  of  any  attempt  to  establish  the  fact,  not  indeed  of  a  perfect  identity,  but  of 
something  more  than  a  sisterly  resemblance  between  the  two  Churches ;  and  to  prove, 
that  a  member  of  the  Anglican  Church  can  consistently  hold  all  the  errors  of  the  Roman, 
except  one  or  two  of  the  most  flagrant,  and  even  them  (sic),  it  may  be,  with  certain 
qualifications.*^ — Charge  qf  the  Bishop  of  London,  1842,  par.  17. 

'^  I  hope  I  shall  never  speak  lightly  of  any  thing  so  sad  and  sinful,  as  tlie  re- 
nunciation, upon  the  part  of  any  of  the  members  of  our  Church,  of  the  matchless 
blessings  which  God  aUows  us  to  enjoy  in  her  Communion.  But  the  worst  ofaU  this 
is  over,  when  men  have  already  been  brought  to  scorn  these  blessings, — to  reject 
the  sound  Doctrine  which  our  Church  professes,  and  to  despise  the  pure  worship 

h 
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not,  be  true — that  is  a  point  on  which  men  may  differ  to  the  end  of 
time — but  it  cannot  be  well  to  condemn  rashly  and  rancorously 
what  has  been  held  in  whole,  or  in  part,  bj  such  men  as  Bull,  and 
Beveridge,  and  Andrewes,  and  Hooker,  and  Taylor,  and  Jackson, 
and  a  host  besides,  of  those  who,  in  their  day,  were,  and  are  still, 
the  soundest  Divines  of  the  Church  of  England.^      It  cannot  be 


which  it  provides.  And  if  there  he  any  who  will  only  continue  among  U8  on  the  eon- 
dition,  that  those  who  are  engaged  in  improtestatUizinf  (aicj  the  Chumi.  and  who  are 
labouring  to  lead  her,  with  themselves,  further  and  further  from  the  pnnciple  of  the 
English  KeformaUon,  shall  be  allowed  to  proceed  in  thehr  work  without  opposition  or 
interruption ;  I  cannot  think  that  they  incwy  or  ir^iei,  an^  seriout  loss,  tvAm  <&«y  po 
over  bodily  to  the  opposite  ranks.'*'' — Charge  of  the  Bishop  cf  Ossory,  1842,  par.  158. — Ed. 

4  If  tins  assertion  of  his  Lordship  be  correct,  there  is,  or  at  least  ought  to  be,  an 
end  to  the  whole  controversy.  The  question,  however,  is  one  of  such  immense  impor- 
tance, that  I  shall  offer  no  apology  for  calling  the  attention  of  the  reader  to  the 
following  testimonies  in  support  of  a  very  different  conclusion : — 

**  Upon  some  of  these  questions,**  savs  the  Bishop  op  Ossort,  "their  views  went  far 
beyond  those  of  any  of  the  Divines  who  had  gone  before  them^— that  is,  of  any  who 
had  any  reputation  in  the  Church  for  soundness  and  sobriety.  **--See  the  whole  passage 
in  par.  97  of  his  Lordship^  Charge.  See  also  Note  9,  p.  44,  supra,  Again,-*speak]ng 
of  the  Article  On  the  Church  of  England  Divines  cf  the  Seventeenth  Century,  in  the 
Quarterly  Review^  for  March,  I842,.hi8  Lordship  observes,  **  The  writer  regards  tiiese 
Divines  as  undeniably  the  proper  authorities  to  be  appealed  to,  when  the  principles  of 
our  Church  are  at  all  the  matter  in  question.  And,  m  the  style  which  made  his  former 
article  so  effective — never  making  an  assertion,  without  appearing  to  prove  it  on  the 
spot,  by  reference  to  his  authorities^Jie  proceeds  to  shew,  from  uie  writings  of  these 
illustrioua  men,  that,  upon  the  character  of  the  Church  <f  Rome,  and  our  relati4m  to  her  ; 
.^upon  our  own  Church,  her  character,  and  her  claims  ;  the  reverence,  afi^ction,  and 
submission  due  to  her ; — ^upon  the  Reformation  and  the  Reformers  ;-*4ipon  Protkstant, 
**name  and  /Mn^;'*-..upon  the  way  in  which  foreign  Protestant  bodies,  wasUing  the 
privilege  and  blessing  of  Episcopal  government,  are  to  be  regarded  asut  treated  by  us  ;-..« 
upon  &e  Unity  of  the  Church,  as  consisting  with  the  independence  qf  National  Churches  s 
—upon  the  place  and  use  of  TradUion  ; — ^opon  the  rekUion  of  the  Church  and  the  State  / 
.^u  short,  upon  many  very  leading  points  in  ^  controversy  of  the  present  day,  the 
principles  and  feelings  of  these  men  (whom  he  and  the  Tractarians  agree  in  regaidii^ 
as  the  true  court  of  appeal)  are  decidedly  opposed  to  those  which  htave  been  put  forward 
in  the  writings  of  the  Tractarian  schooL**— .Fid!?  supra,  p.  67.  See  also  his  Lordship^ 
remarks  upon  the  revision  of  Tractarian  QUenss,  by  Mr,  Gtoliortly,  Bisbop  M'Ijl^ 
VAiNB,  and  Mr.  Gooob,  in  Chapter  V II. 

The  Bishop  of  Exbtbb  remarks,  (Charge  1839,  par.  47,)  '^  Defending  themselvefl 
against  the  charge  of  leaning  towards  Popery,  they  confidently  eiffirm,  Aat  <m  the 
seventeenth  century,  the  Theology  of  the  body  qf  the  English  ChurA  was  substantially  the 
same  as  theirs;*  (Tracts  for  the  Times,  No.  38,  ik.  11 ;)  and  in  proof  of  this  they 
profess,  in  stating  the  errors  of  Rome,  to  **  follow  closely  the  order  observed  by  Bishop 
Hall,  in  his  <  Treatise  on  the  Old  Religion,*  **  whose  Protestantism jthey  add,  ''is  unquee- 
tionable,**  and  is  claimed  therefore  as  a  voucher  for  their  own.  But,  looking  to  par- 
ticulars, I  hunent  to  see  them  ''following,  indeed,  the  order  of  Bishop  Hall,  ^  widely 
departing  from  his  truly  Protestant  sentiments,  on  more  than  one  important  article.*' 

Mr.  GoojDB,  in  the  Introductory  Remarkis  prefixed  to  his  valuable  edition  of  the 
Two  Treatises  on  the  Church,  by  Dh.  Jackson  and  Bishop  Sandbrson,  (pp.  3,  4.) 
observes,  "  If  we  go  back  to  the  works  of  the  great  Divinea  of  our  Church,  not  (sic J 
of  the  school  of  Calvin,  we  shall  find  that  the  very  views  now  advocated  by  the 
Tractarians  are  stigmatixed  as  of  the  essence  qf  Popery,  The  reader  who  is  in- 
clined to  trust  to  Tractarian  statements  may,  perhaps,  be  surprised  at  this  remark ;  for 
one  of  the  great  efforts  of  that  party,  at  the  early  part  of  their  career,  was,  to  produce 
the  notion  that  they  had  almost  a  consensus  of  our  most  able  Divines  in  their  mvour  ; 
an  attempt  which,  supposing  them  as  learned  as  they  gave  themselves  out  to  be,  it 
is  difiicult  to  understand,  and  much  more  to  justify.  But  sudi  is  the  case ;  and  we 
are  most  desirous  that  the  reference  thus  made  by  the  Tractarians  should  be  followed 
out,  and  the  works  of  our  great  Divines  carefully  studied.  Had  the  Church  genially 
been  better  acquainted  with  them,  than,  alas!   was  the  case,  the  success  of  tfaie 
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wise  to  seek  to  expel  from  the  bosom  of  that  Church  men  who 
lore  her  with  no  common  love,^  and  seek  to  serve  her  with  no 
otdiiiftrj  detotiDii. 

DeNISON,   Bt8tt0t>   Of   SAtlflBUltY. — 1842. 

[ Pious  and  learned  men  ....  I  cannot  too  much 

deprecate  the  harsh  and  sweeping  condemnation  not  unfrequently 
passed  upon  them,  as  if  their  exertions  had  been  productive  of 

onmixed  evil.] 

Vide  Par.  3^  in  Chap.  VI. 

[ I  believe  that  the  soundest  and  wisest  members  of 

our  Church  rejoiced  both  that  the  Bisho]^  of  Oxford  interposed  as 

he  did,  on  that  occasion,  (the  suppression  of  the  Tracts  for  the 

Times,)  and  that  his  suggestions  were  at  once  followed  in  so 

becoming  a  spirit  and  manner.^     tt  would  have  been  well  if  the 

evil  had  thus  been  altogether  repressed ;  but — ] 

Vide  Par.  6,  in  Chap.  XXl. 

[It  is  due  to  the  distinguished  individuals — ] 

ndi  Par.  7f  in  Chap.  XXV. 

TraetariaBB,  and  the  mode  In  which  they  have  heen  treated,  wovld  hare  heen,  I 
hnmbly  ccmeetire,  tery  different  to  what  they  have  been.^' 

For  a  ftiU  dJaeloeave  of  ^  retklets  manner  in  wMoh  the  sentiknents  of  our  standard 
DiriBfls  have  been  miarepfMented  by  Tractaiian  writerSy  the  reader  is  referred  to 
Mr.  €k)LiGHTLT*8  Letter  to  the  Lord  Bishop  qf  Oxford,  1840 ;  Bishop  M'Ilvaine's 
OrfbrdDivinUtf  compared  fffith  thai  of  the  Roman  and  Anglican  Churdhei  ;  MiT.  Qoodx*6 
DivkuRuk  ^Ftdth  andPraeHoo,a,nd  Letter  to  tike  BUhop  qf  Os^ftfd  m  M^im  d(3ghkitke$ 
in  hie  Lor^dshtp^M  Oho/rge.    From  the  last  of  these  I  take  the  following  extraet  u^ 

"  It  can  hardly  but  be  by  an  oversight,  that  Doctrines  which  barely  (if  at  all) 
escape  condemnation  b^  the  Articles,  even  after  the  adoption  of  a  mode  of  interpretatioxl 
'bo  snbtile,  that  by  it  the  Articles  may  be  made  to  mean  any  thing  or  nothing,* 
can  have  been  pronounced  by  your  Lordship  to  be  those  of  our  soundest  Divines, 
and  such  an  oversight  is  of  such  vast  importance  to  the  peace  and  welfare  of  the* 
Church,  at  the  present  crisis,  that  the  most  homble  individual  may  be  pardoned 
for  pointing  it  out.** — ^p.  30. 

llr.  Palmbr*8  admission  of  the  "  verv  powerful  influence  exercised  by  the  Theology 
of  the  Non-jurors  over  the  writers  of  we  Tracts,**  has  been  already  noticed. —  Vide 
euproy  p.  98,  note  6.— Ed. 

^  However  this  may  be,  their  love  for  the  Church  has  been  displayed  in  such  a 
questionable  shape,  that  we  cannot  be  surprised  at  finding  how  little  she  has  returned 
tiieir  affection.  *'  O  my  mother,** — it  is  the  lamentation  of  Mr.  Nbwman  himself,-. 
"  wbesooe  is  ^is  unto  thee,  that  thou  hast  good  things  poured  upon  thee,  and  canst  not 
keep  them  ;  and  bearest  children,  vet  darest  not  own  them  P  why  hast  thou  not  the 
skill  to  use  their  services,  nor  the  heart  to  rejoice  in  their  love  ?  How  is  it  that 
whatever  is  generous  in  purpose,  and  tender  or  dee^  in  devotion,  thy  flower  and  thy 
promise  falls  from  thy  bosom,  and  finds  no  home  withm  thine  arms  ?  Who  hath  put 
this  note  upon  thee,  to  have  'a  miscarrying  womb,  and  dry  breasts,'  to  be  strange  to 
thine  own  flesh,  and  thine  eye  cruel  towards  thy  little  ones  P  Thine  own  offspring, 
the  fruit  of  thy  womb,  who  love  thee,  and  would  toil  for  thee,  thou  dost  gaze  upon 
with  fear,  as  though  a  portent,  or  thou  dost  loathe  as  an  offence  *, — at  best  thou  dost 
but  endure,  as  if  they  had  no  claim  but  on  thy  patience,  self-possession,  and  vigilance, 
to  be  rid  of  them  as  easily  as  thou  mayest.  Thou  makest  them  'stand  all  the  day 
idle,*  as  the  very  condition  of  thy  bearing  with  them  ;  or  thou  biddest  them  be  gone 
where  they  wiU  be  more  welcome ;  or  thou  sellcst  them  for  nought  to  the  stranger 
that  passes  by.  And  what  wilt  thou  do  in  the  end  thereof  P** — Sermons  bearing  on 
SubjecU  of  the  Day,    Sermon  26.     The  Parting  cf  Friends,  pp.  461,  462._£d. 

*  Vide  note  2,  p.  103,  and  note  2,  p.  145,  supra Ed. 
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Peabson,  Dean  of  SalIsbuby. — 1842. 

[ The  private  combiDation  of  a  few  zealous  Presby- 
ters— ] 

Vide  Par.  6,  in  Chap.  lY. 

Thiblwall,  Bishop  op  St.  David's. — 1842. 

[ When  yon  observe  the  learning,  ability,  zeal,  and 

piety,  which  have  been  exhibited  on  both  sides Where 

both  the  contending  parties  present  so  many  claims  to  respect.] 

Vide  Par.  3,  in  Chap.  I. 

[A  very  elaborate  theory  has  been  proposed  on  this  subject,  by 
an  eminent  writer  (Mr.  Newman) — ] 

rule  Par.  20,  in  Chap.  XIII. 

Pbpys,  Bishop  op  WoBCBsrEB. — 1842. 

38.  While,  however,  I  entertain  this  opinion  with  regard  to  the 

?rstem  attempted  to  be  introduced  by  the  writers  of  the  Oxford 
racts,  I  am  very  £Eur  from  wishinff  to  justify  the  unseemly  violence 
with  which  they  have  been  attacked  in  many  recent  publications. 
For  many  of  them  it  is  impossible  not  to  entertain  sentiments  of 
the  greatest  esteem.  Learned  beyond  most  of  their  contemporaries, 
and  devoted  to  what  they  consider  the  duties  of  their  sacred 
callinff,  the^  command  our  respect  for  their  zeal,  their  self-denial, 
and  their  piety,  however  we  may  think  them  mistaken  in  their 
views. 
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BBNKFIOIAL  BFFSCTS   ATTBIBUTBD  TO   THE   MOYBMSNT. 


ELa^ts,  Bishop  op  Linooln. — 1837. 

1.  There  still  remain  many  interesting  topics,  on  which,  if  the 
time  wonld  allow,  I  wonld  gladly  enlarge.  But  they  do  not  admit 
of  being  cnrsorily  treated :  each  of  them  wonld.require,  for  its  fiill 
deyelopment,  the  whole  of  the  time  usually  allotted  to  addresses 
deliYered  on  these  occasions.  I  must,  therefore,  leave  them  un- 
tonched.  I  allude  more  particularly  to  the  Bomish  controversy, 
which,  after  having  slumbered  for  above  a  century,  is  now  revived, 
both  in  this  country  and  in  Ireland,  and  appears  likely  to  occupy  a 
lai^ge  and  increasing  share  of  public  attention; — to  the  various 
interpretations  of  unfulfilled  prophecy  recently  put  forth,  and  the 
confident  anticipations  entertained  by  many,  of  the  speedy  approach 
of  the  personal  reira  of.  the  Saviour  on  earth — one,  among  other 
features  of  resemblance,  between  the  state  of  religious  feeling  in 
our  own  times,  and  that  which  existed  previously  to  the  Great 
Rebellion ; — ^to  the  Tracts  published  by  a  Society  of  learned  and 
pious  men  connected  with  the  University  of  Oxford,  whose  object 
is  to  recall  the  minds  of  men  to  the  contemplation  of  primitive 
Christianity,  and  to  bring  back  the  Church  to  a  closer  resemblance 
to  the  form  which  it  bore  in  its  earliest  ages. 

2«  It  may  be  that  they  have,  in  some  instances,  exposed  them- 
selves to  the  charge  of  being  influenced  by  too  indiscriminate  an 
admiration  of  antiquity,  and  of  endeavouring  to  revive  practices 
and  modes  of  expression  which  the  Reformers  wisely  relinquished, 
because  experience  had  shewn  that  they  were  liable  to  be  perverted 
to  the  purposes  of  superstition. 

3.  If,  however,  in  the  pursuit  of  a  favourite  object  they  have 
run  into  excess,  let  us  not,  on  that  account,  overlook  the  good 
which  may  be  derived  from  their  labours.  While  we  read  their 
writings,  our  attention  can  scarcely  fail  to  be  directed  to  certain 
subjects  especially  deserving  it  at  the  present  juncture — to  the 
unity,  for  instance,  and  the  authority  of  the  Church ;  subjects  on 
which  we  have  so  long  been  silent,  that  the  very  terms  seem 
strange  to  the  ears  of  our  congregations,  and  the  mere  mention  of 


150  BENEFICIAL   EFFBCmi,    ETC. ^RBSTOBATION 

them  is  almost  regarded  as  implying  a  wish  to  invade  the  right  of 
individual  judgment. 

4.  At  a  time,  too,  when  we  are  told  that  the  care  of  religion 
does  not  fall  within  the  province  of  the  civil  magistrate,  and  that 
Christianity  itself  ought  to  receive  no  especial  favour  at  his  hands, 
but  only  to  share  his  protection  in  common  with  Mahometanism  or 
Heathenism,  it  cannot  but  be  beneficial  to  the  Ministers  of  the 
Church  of  Christ,  to  have  their  thoughts  turned  to  that  period  of 
its  history  when  it  stood  in  the  relation  to  the  state  to  which  they, 
who  maintain  the  opinions  just  described  would  gladly  reduce  it— 
when  the  civil  power  either  persecuted  or  neglected  it.  In  the 
self-denial,  the  disinterestediiess,  the  patience,  the  meek,  but 
uncompromising  fortitude  of  the  first  converts,  we  are  furnished 
with  the  model,  which  we  must  strive  to  copy,  in  case  it  should 
please  God  to  place  us  under  similar  external  circumstances.  Let 
US  humbly  beseech  Hini,  my  brethren,  to  voSnm  into  our  bosoms 
some  portion  of  the  spirit  by  which  th^y  were  aoimat^d--^  that 
spirit  which  caused  them  to  regard  the  loss  of  every  worldly  pofr- 
session,  nay,  of  lifb  itself,  gain,  if  they  could  convert  it  ioto  an 
occasion  of  manifesting  their  entire,  their  unreserved  devotioQ  to 
his  service.' 

Bagot,  Bishop  op  Oxford. — 1838. 

5.  With  reference  to  errors  in  Doetrin$^  which  bad  been  imputed 

»' <"■■  »  III  I  HHII».|>H1H  III         l^i^p^^p. 

"^  The  Ibregou^g  extracts,  from  the  Charge  oC  the  BtsBo?  ov  Iiinooln^  are  quoted 
hy  Dr.  Puset,  in  a  note  to  the  third  edition  of  his  LeUer  to  the  ArcfUnahop  of  Canter- 
bury, as  **  containinK  just  what  he  has  now  ventured  to  ask  for, — ^not  unimxed  praise, 
but  a  kind  acknowlMgment  that  the  efforts  were  in  the  righi  dlr«0lMB.** 

EventB,  howeyer,  hare  transpired  sinee  the  year  \9&1,  which  more  pkunly  iadicate 
the  direction  of  the  movement,  aikd  whieh  are  thus  alluded  to  by  me  Bishop  of 
Lincoln,  in  his  recent  Charge  :— i 

<<But  it  is  most  certain  that  theiv  tenets^*  (ihoae  ef  the  Ranaaisti)  *<are  wi- 
eeasingly  and  suoceesfuUy  propaflated.  Such,  according  to  their  repEe8entatiQn«  is  the 
growinr  dissatisfaction  among  the  members  of  our  Church,  with  its  Doctrines,  its 
Formularies,  its  Discipline ;  and  such  the  growing  affection  for  tiioee  ef  the  Chureh  of 
Rome,  that  they  confidently  anticipate  the  retuna,  at  no  distamt  period^  of  the  pet^e  of 
this  country,  to  their  Communion.  We  might  disregard  these  sanguine  expectationa 
as  the  mere  suggestions  of  their  wishes,  u  they  were  not  unhappUy  confirmed,  to 
a  certain  extent  at  least,  by  the  evidence  of  facts.  We  have  to  lament  the  actual 
defection  of  more  than  one  Minister  of  our  Church :  and  the  author  of  the  Tract 
whidi  has  given  rise  to  so  much  discussion,  the  Tract  No.  90,  has  informed  us,  that  he 
wrote  it  for  the  purpose  of  reconciling  to  a  longer  continuanee  in  our  Conmranion^ 
certain  persons  who  were  in  danger  of  stmggling  in  the  direction  of  Meme^^^-^JOtuurg^ 
1843,  pp.  9, 10.     The  italics  are  not  his  Lordship^Si 

^*  What  will  be  the  ultimate  result  of  the  course  pursued  by  the  learned  author 

of  the  Tract  in  question,  remains  to  be  seen If  I  may  be  dUowed  to 

state  the  impression  left  on  ray^  own  mind  by  the  perusal  of  the  Tract,  it  is,  that  the 
writer  himself  is  dissatisfied  with  the  Articles ;  that  he  considers  them  as  a  cross  which 
must  be  borne,  and  which  he  exhorts  those,  to  whose  case  his  Exposition  was  especially 
adapted,  to  bear  in  the  hope  that  the  nation  will  at  length  embrace  what  he  terma 
Catholic  opinions ;  and  that  our  standard  of  Doctrine  will  then  be  brought  to  a  nearer 
conformity  to  that  of  the  Church,  '  which,*  to  use  his  own  language,  ^  is  alone  in 
possession  of  that  something  deeper  and  truer  than  satisfied  the  last  century,  towards 
which  the  religious  mind  is  now  moving,*— the  Church  of  Borne.  ^—/Mc^  pp.  13, 14, 
—En. 
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to  the  series  of  publications  called  the  Tracti  far  the  Times^  it  can 
hardly  be  expected  that,  on  an  occasion  like  the  present,  I  should 
enter  into,  or  give  a  handle  to  any  thing,  which  might  hereafter 
tend  to  controYersial  discussions.  Into  controTersy  I  will  not 
enter.  Bnt,  generally  speaking,  I  may  say,  that  in  these  days  of 
lax  and  spurious  liberality,  anything  which  tends  to  recall  forgotten 
truths  is  valf$ahle:  and  where  these  publications  have  directed 
men'^s  minds  to  such  important  subjects  as  the  union,  the  discipline, 
and  the  authority  of  the  Church,  I  think  they  have  done  good 
service ;  but  there  may  be  some  points  in  which,  perhaps,  from 
ambiguity  of  expression,  or  similar  causes,  it  is  not  impossible, 
but  that  evil,  rather  than  the  intended  good,  may  be  produced  on 
minds  of  a  peculiar  temperament. 

6.  I  have  far  more  fear  of  the  Disciples  than  of  the  Teachers.® 

7.  In  speaking,  therefore,  of  the  Authors  of  the  Tracts  in 
question,  1  would  say,  that  I  think  their  desire  to  restore  the 
ancient  discipline  of  the  Church,  most  praiseworthy.  I  rejoice  in 
their  attempts  to  secure  a  stricter  attention  to  the  Rubrical 
directions  in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer ;  and  I  heartily  approve 
the  spirit  which  would  restore  a  due  observance  of  the  Fasts  and 
Festivals  of  the  Church  :  hut  I  would  implore  them,  by  the  purity 
of  their  intentions,  to  be  cautious,  both  in  their  writings  and 
actions ;  to  take  heed  lest  their  ^ood  be  evil  spoken  of ;  lest,  in 
th^r  exertions  to  re-establish  unity,  they  unhappily  create  fresh 
schism;  lest,  in  their  admiration  of  antiquity,  they  revert  to 
practices  which  heretofore  have  ended  in  superstition.* 

*  As  I  faftTe  been  led  to  mippoee  tli*t  the  above  passage  has  been  misunderstood,  I 
take  this  opportunity  of  stating,  that  it  never  was  my  intention  therein  to  pass  any 
general  censure  on  the  Traets  lor  the  Times.  There  must  always  be  allowable  points 
of  cUfTerenee  in  the  opinions  of  good  men ;  and  it  is  only  where  such  opinions  are 
earned  into  extremes,  or  are  mooted  in  a  spirit  which  tends  te  schism,  that  the  inter- 
fewuee  of  Aoee  in  authority  in  the  Church  is  called  for.  The  authors  of  the  Tracts 
in  question  hsfve  laid  no  such  painful  neoessitv  on  me,  nor  haye  I  te  fear  that  they  will 
ever  do  so.*  I  have  the  best  reasons  for  knowing,  that  thepr  would  be  the  first  to 
submit  fhemselyee  to  that  authority,  which  it  has  been  their  constant  exertion  to 
vi^iold  and  defend.  ^  And  I  feel  sure,  that  they  will  reoeiye  my  friendly  suggestions 
in  the  spirit  in  which  I  have  offered  them. 

8  See  the  observationa  of  the  Bishop  of  Ripon,  on  the  consequences  of  Tractarian 
TeaMng^  Charge  1841,  Par.  by.  See  also  the  List  of  Secessions  from  Tractarianism  to 
Peperpf  in  Appendix  H. — Ed. 

9  How  soon  this  antieipsition  was  disappointed  is  but  too  well  known.  Before 
the  period  anriyed  for  the  deliyery  of  his  next  Charge,  ^  opinions  carried  into  ex- 
tremes,*^ and  '*  mooted  in  a  spirit  which  tends  to  schism,*^  imposed  upon  his  Lordship 
tfattt  ^pamfhl  neoessit^,**  the  possible  existence  of  which  he  could  not  bring  himself  to 
coatemphUe  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  moyement. — Ed. 

*  **  The  BnBOP  of  Oxpohd  has  just  published  his  Cham,  which  will  be  read  with 
modi  interest.  •  .  •  .  The  Charge  is  also  remarkable  as  ^ying  judgment  upon 
th«  Traets  fof  the  Times.  This  is  a  memorable  precedent,  and  shews  what  lies  before 
ns.  The  Church  is  recovering  her  judidai  power.  We  only  wish  that  other  parties 
may  defef  to  her  aa  fhmkly  as  would,  we  feel  assured,  the  writers  of  the  aboye- 
mentioned  Traets,  were  there  a  call  made  on  them.  **-«.0rt/i«A  CW/ic,  No.  48.  p.  487. 
The  italics  are  the  Reriewer^s.  Compare  with  this  extract  another  passage  from  the 
tame  publication,  in  a  note  upon  paragraph  33,  of  the  Bishop  of  Oxford^s  Charge  in 
1842.    See  also  Appendix  G— Ed. 
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Phillpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. — 1839. 

Vide  Par.  1,  Chap.  I. 

64.  Neither  shall  I  forbear  to  avow  my  own  opinion,  that  the 
Church  is,  on  the  whole,  deeply  indebted  to  them.  In  opposition 
to  the  low  and  sectarian  notions,  which  had  too  long  marked  much 
of  the  popular  Theology  of  the  times,  they  have  successfully 
asserted  and  vindicated  some  of  tl^e  most  important  Doctrines  and 
principles  of  the  Catholic  Church — Doctrines  and  principles  which, 
as  Ministers  of  that  Church  in  England,  we  are  under  the  most 
express  and  solemn  engagements  to  maintain.  To  those  engage- 
ments look,  I  beseech  you,  at  all  times,  with  all  faithfulness,  and 
singleness  of  heart ;  disdaining  every  a«tute  and  subtile  expedient^  by 
which  you  may  see  others  attempt  to  explain  away  any  portion  of  those 
tenets^  which  they  and  you  profess  to  hold^  hut  which  cannot  honestly 
he  held^  except  in  "  the  true,  usuai,  literal,  meaning^  of  the  terms 
in  which  they  are  expressed? 

Spenceb,  Bishop  of  Madras. — 1839. 

1.  The  primitive  Church  of  Christ  had  fasts  and  festivals,  not 
cold,  formal,  and  ceremonial,  as  is  too  often  the  case  in  the  present 
day :  but  as  a  fast  was  with  them  really  a  fast,  so  was  a  festival 
really  a  festival.  The  more  we  assimilate  our  customs  in  these 
matters  to  the  primitive  Church,  the  nearer  we  approach  Christ 
and  his  Apostles.  The  religion  of  the  Gospel  has  waxed  cold  in 
love,  in  proportion  as  it  has  lost  sight  of  godly  discipline,  and 
genuine  Christian  usages. 

2.  A  better  spirit,  however,  is  now  awake  !  and  I  trust  the  time 
is  not  very  far  distant,  when  Members  of  the  Church  of  England 
will  not  be  ashamed  to  practice  self-mortification  and  abstinence 
during  Lent ;  not  to  be  seen  of  men,  but  simply  and  humbly,  as 
our  Lord  has  enjoined  them  to  do,  and  to  rejoice,  as  Christians 
ought  to  rejoice,  when  called  upon  to  commemorate  the  Incarna- 
tion or  the  Kesurrection  of  Him  whose  name  they  bear.^ 


^  This  warning  of  the  Bishop  of  Exstbr  may  be  regarded  as  the  earliest  Epia- 
copal  condemnation  of  Tr<ict  90.  His  Lordship^s  language  is  singularly  prophetic 
of  the  eTaflive  system  of  interpretation  subsequently  propounded  in  that  *^  lutute  and 
subtile  expedient    The  italics  in  the  text  are  not  his  Lordship^s.-~£D. 

3  Mr.  Pbrceval,  in  his  Collection  of  Papers  connected  vfiUh  the  Uraetarian  Move- 
ment, page  6,  observes,  that  "  the  value  of  the  Tracts  has  been  more  openly  acknow- 
ledged in  the  Colonies  than  in  the  Mother  Country  ;  e,  g.,  by  the  Bishops  of  Toronto 
and  Madras."  In  the  appendix  to  his  pamphlet,  he  quotes  the  extracts  given  above, 
BA  ^*the  passage  in  the  Charge  of  the  Bishop  of  Madras,  alluded  to  at  page  6."  He 
quotes  also,  in  support  of  his  assertion  as  to  the  testimony  of  the  Colonial  Bishops, 
the  passages  from  the  Charge  of  the  Bishop  of  Toronto,  which  will  be  found  in  their 
respective  places.  The  Charges  of  the  Bishops  of  Calcutta,  1839 ,  Bombay,  1841, 
and  Montreal,  1842,  are  passed  over  in  silence.  Let  the  reader  compare  the  re- 
corded sentiments  of  these  Prelates  with  the  strongest  passage  which  Mr.  Pbrcxval 
has  been  able  to  adduce  from  the  primary  Charge  of  tne  Bishop  op  Madras;  Day» 
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Pearson,  Dean  of  Salisbury. — 1839. 

7.  You  will,  doubtless,  expect,  my  Reverend  Brethren,  that  I 
should  more  particularly  specify  and  define  the  sentiments  and 
opinions  to  which  I  have  thus  generally  objected. 

8.  There  is,  I  need  scarcely  observe,  much  of  Scriptural  and 
Catholic  Truth  in  the  "  Tracts  for  the  Times,'^  and  other  kindred 
publications,  and  much  useful  instruction  and  admonition,  in  which 
I  cordially  acquiesce.  But  after  much,  and,  I  trust,  impartial 
examination,  I  feel  bound  to  state,  that,  on  the  subject  of  Tradition, 
either  as  forming,  as  it  is  asserted,  together  with  Holy  Scripture, 
the  joint  Rule  of  Faith,  or  as  being  its  only  just  and  legitimate 
interpreter ; — on  the  Doctrine  of  the  Sacraments,  as  almost  the 
exclusive  and  necessarily  efficient  channels  and  means  of  Grace  ; — 
on  the  Forgiveness  of  Sin  after  Baptism  ;  on  the  grand  article 

of    JuffTIFICATION    BY    FaITH  ;     OU    ReSERVE    IN    THE   COMMUNICATION 

OF  DiYiNE  Truth  ; — on  some  inferences  drawn  from  the  Consti- 
tution OF  THE  Church; — ^and  on  the  due  estimation  of  Eccle- 
siastical Rites  and  Observances,  the  authors  in  question  appear  to 
me  to  hold  tenets  and  opinions  opposed  to  Holy  Scripture,  and  to 
the  genius  of  Christianity,  and  at  variance  with  the  sound  and 
authoritative  principles  of  the  Reformed  Church  of  England. 

t. 

Broughton,  Bishop  of  Australia. — 1841. 

5.  Until  a  very  recent  period,  the  Clergy  themselves  have  been^ 
in  general,  far  from  shewing  any  inclination  to  enlarge  upon  the 
certainty  or  dignity  of  the  commission  which  they  bear ;  but  had 
fallen — blameably  it  must  be  admitted — ^into  the  opposite  extreme.* 
While  they  continued  silent  upon  the  subject  of  their  own  claims, 
the  reality  of  any  Apostolical  succession  in  the  office  of  the 
Ministry  was  obstinately  disputed  in  other  quarters;  insomuch, 
that  but  for  the  revived  assertion,  at  almost  the  last  hour,  of  our 
just  pretension  to  be  accounted  of  as  stewards  of  the  mysteries  of 
God,  the  title  itself,  and  the  whole  train  of  ideas  which  it  suggests, 
would  ere  long  have  fallen  into  desuetude  and  oblivion.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  is  difficult  to  account  for  the  extreme 
jealousy  and  aversion  with  which  the  very  mention  of  the  revival 
of  such  a  pretension,  apart  even  from  any  apprehended  excess  or 


even  unth  the  extraordinary  benefits  ascribed  to  the  movement  by  the  Bishop  op 
Toronto,  and  he  wiU  then  be  better  able  to  decide  whether  "  the  value  of  the  Tracts 
has  been  more  openly  acknowledged  m  the  Colonies  than  in  the  Mother  Country ;"  or 
''more  truly  estimated  in  those  portions  of  the  Church,  which  have  nothing  but 
Church  principles  to  support  them,  than  in  those  where  the  Church  has  been  accus- 
tomed to  rest,  in  a  great  degree,  upon  the  support  of  the  civil  power/*  The  subse- 
quent Charges  of  the  Bishops  of  Madras,  Calcutta,  and  Guiana,  (1833,)  deliveied 
since  the  publication  of  the  first  edition  of  Mr.  Percevid's  pamphlet,  may  sdao  be  very 
safely  referred  to  for  the  same  purpose. — £d. 
*  A  reference  to  this  paragraph  should  have  been  inserted  in  Chap  Il.y  p.  32. — Ed. 
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abuse  to  which  it  may  be  liable,  has  been  received.^  It  passes  my 
ability  to  reconcile  such  a  display  of  feeling  with  the  admission 
which  is  at  the  same  time  made,  that  *'  the  Kefonnation  beginning 
in  a  resistance  to  the  unjust  pretensions,  has  been  followed  in  too> 
many  instances  by  a  denial  of  the  just  claims  of  the  Clergy.  In  ' 
many  places,  and  by  many  writers,  and  in  not  a  few  Christian 
communities,  the  office  of  the  Christian  Ministiy  is  stripped  of  all 
its  sacred  dignity,  the  teacher  is  counted  subordinate  to  the  taught, 
and  the  steward  of  the  mysteries  of  the  Gt^spel  required  to  dis- 
tribute its  spiritual  treasures  and  divide  its  saving  doctrines  ac- 
cording to  the  passions  or  pleasures  of  his  fellow-servants,  rather 
than  the  fixed  will  and  commandment  of  their  common  Master.^* 

6.  This  is  a  description  of  the  state  of  things  within  the  Church 
which  must  create  uneasy  sensations  in  every  mind  earnest  for  its 
welfare  and  preservation ;  and  must  occasion  us  to  pause  before  we 
can  bring  ourselves  to  censure  any  endeavour,  having  in  view  to 
rectify  those  admitted  disorders,  by  the  revival  of  a  becoming 
feeling  of  respect  for  the  Ministerial  office  and  character.  I  am 
aware  how  dangerous  it  may  be,  for  one  in  my  situation,  to  express 
even  a  qualified  opinion  upon  a  point  which  has  given  occasion  to 
much  recent  controversy.  Contemplating,  however,  the  true  state- 
ment which  we  have  just  heard  of  the  evils  which  afflict  the 
Church,  and  filled  with  apprehension  that  the  gates  of  hell  must 
eventually  prevail  against  any  branch  of  it  in  which  such  evils 
should  continue  without  notice  or  reformation,  I  should  be  wanting 
in  the  firmness  which  becomes  my  position  here,  if,  after  attentive 
consideration  of  the  subject,  I  should  hesitate  to  express  mj 
thankfulness  to  those  among  ourselves  who  have  ventured,  at  this 
crisis,  to  promulgate  what  I  must  consider  the  juster  view  of  the 
nature  of  the  Ministerial  function ;  not  with  a  desire  to  exalt  the 
office  and  power  of  the  Clergy,  but  to  abate,  if  God  will,  those 
internal  disorders  which  have  brought,  it  may  be  said,  the  Church 
into  jeopardy. 

7.  In  expressing  my  satisfaction  with  these  views,  I  would  not 
be  understood  to  approve  all  the  arguments  by  which  they  may  be 
supported  :  much  less  to  concur  in  all  the  lengths  to  which  they  may 
be  carried.  Certainly  it  must  be  acknowledged,  that  in  questions 
connected  with  practical  Theology,  the  judgment  and  discrimination 
are  never  so  severely  taxed  as  when  it  is  requisite  to  fix  the  point 
at  which  opinions,  true  in  themselves,  begin  to  be  associated  with 
error.  Truth  itself,  however  far  it  may  be  pushed,  can  never  be 
transmuted  into  error.     But  thus  it  is — some  other  principle,  not 

*  Benson^  DisoooneB,  p.  90. 


5  This  diffieoHy  hasy  in  aH  probabiHty,  been  greatly  diminiBhed  by  snbseqiieDt 
information.  See  the  Pastscripl  appended  to  his  Lordship's  Charge^— Pank  47>  4S,  in 
Chi^.  VIII. 
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fimnded  in  truth  as  the  former  was,  is  taken  np  as  an  apparent 
deduction  from  it ;  and  this  being  constantly  associated  with  the 
primitive  truth,  begins  to  be  viewed  as  forming  a  part  of  it,  by 
^hose  who  are  not  very  watchful  and  cautious  in  their  conclusions. 
Thus,  for  example,  tnere  is  no  position  for  which  we  ought  to 
contend  with  greater  steadfastness,  than  for  the  reality  of  that 
commission,  by  virtue  of  which  we  undertake  to  preach  the  word 
of  €k)d,  and  to  minister  the  Sacraments  in  the  congregation.  This 
is  that  primary  troth  for  the  bringing  of  which  out  of  long  neglect 
into  more  general  notice  and  becoming  prominence,  the  Church  is 
under  a  weighty  obligation  to  those  who  have  had  the  firmness  to 
declare  themselves  in  favour  of  the  older  and  more  solid  sentiments. 

8.  But  I  perceive,  with  regret,  that  there  are  others  who, 
not  content  with  temperately  holding  those  sentiments,  appear 
disposed  to  connect  them  with  certain  consequences,  supposed  to 
follow  necessarily  from  them  ;  and  who  will,  by  such  a  course  of 
proceeding,  bring  discountenance  upon  principles  which,  by  them- 
selves, might  command  very  general  approval. 

9.  The  first  among  the  principles  here  referred  to,  limits  itself  to 
affirming  that  there  exists  in  the  Ghurch  of  Christ  a  ministry 
of  Apostolical  institution,  which  has  been  conveyed  by  uninter- 
rapted  succession  from  their  hands  to  the  present  time.  But  by 
some  it  is  maintained  that  the  admission  of  this  involves  a  further 
consequence,  that  there  can  be  no  force  or  validity  in  any  Divine 
ordinance  administered  by  mere  laymen,  or  by  such  as  do  not 
partake  of  that  succesmonal  appointment  to  the  Ministry.  Now 
this,  unless  I  am  exceedingly  mistaken,  is  the  very  turning  point 
which  separates  the  true  and  beneficial,  from  the  mistaken  and 
injurious,  acceptation  of  the  Doctrine  we  are  now  engaged  with ; 
namely,  the  Doctrine  of  Apostolical  succession. 

LoNOLBT,  Bishop  of  Ripon. — 1841. 

5.  (and)  In  adverting  to  the  opinions  of  those  among  the  Clergy, 
who  in  their  writings  have  advocated  the  restoration  of  ancient 
forms,  it  may  surely  be  said,  that  so  far  as  they  earnestly  call  upon 
us  to  act  up  to  the  principles  of  our  Church, — to  provide,  as  much 
as  in  us  lies,  that  she  become  in  practice  what  she  professes  to  be 
in  theory, — encouraging  us  to  aim  more  fervently  and  resolutely  at 
that  high  mark  of  holiness,  self-denial,  self-discipline,  and  alms- 
giving which  she  holds  forth  to  our  view,  and  to  live  up  to  the 
elevated  standard  she  sets  before  us,  arousing  us  at  the  same  time 
to  a  stricter  sense  of  our  accountableness  to  €k>d,  they  deserve  our 
honour  and  our  thanks :  still  ibrther,  I  believe  that  they  have  done 
good  service  to  the  Church,  in  bringing  forward  more  prominently 
some  comparatively  neglected  truths  with  regard  to  the  proper 
standing  of  the  Church  herself  and  her  Ministers ;  as  well  as  in 
leading  some  who  were^  periiaps  unconsciously,  indmed  to  view  the 
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Holy  Sacraments  as  mere  badges  of  the  Christian  profession,  and 
the  Holy  Eucharist  as  little  more  than  a  commemoratiye  rite,  to 
entertain  a  juster  sense  of  their  real  import. 

5)3.  It  might,  however,  have  been  better  for  the  peace  and 
welfare  of  the  Church,  had  their  efforts  been  limited  to  these  points 
only  ;  for  who  can  fail  to  feel  pain  and  grief  when  he  hears  them 
speaking  tenderly  of  practices  to  which  our  standard  Divines  have 
usually  affixed  strong  terms  of  reprobation.  Let  us  instance  the 
case  of  the  Invocation  of  Saints  and  the  Worship  of  Images,  or  as 
they  would  term  it,  "  the  honour  paid  to  images, '  which  they  seem 
to  consider  as  merely  dangerous  to  the  uneducated.  I  am  far  from 
wishing  to  intimate  that  they  would  either  sanction  or  wish  for  a 
general  return  to  such  usages ;  at  the  same  time,  it  is  difficult  to 
escape  from  the  conviction,  that  the  language  used  has  had  a  strong 
tendency  to  foster  their  adoption. 

57.  The  tone  also  of  depreciation  and  disparagement  in  which 
our  own  reformed  branch  of  the  Catholic  Church  is  sometimes 
spoken  of,  as  though  her  Beformation  were,  after  all,  but  a  very 
questionable  blessing, — as  if  she  gave  no  free  scope  to  the  higher 
devotional  feelings,  can  scarcely  fail  to  weaken  the  attachment  of 
some  of  her  less  reflecting  sons,  and  prepare  them  for  an  abandonment 
of  her  communion  ;  indeed,  the  fact  that  such  teaching  has  led  to 
consequences  which  we  ftilly  believe  those  pious  and  learned  men 
could  never  have  themselves  contemplated,  and  we  are  satisfied 
they  must  now  deplore,  in  bringing  many  to  the  verge  of  schism,^ 
will  evidently  shew  that  their  guidance  in  these  matters  must  be 
looked  upon  with  some  suspicion. 

Straghan,  Bishop  of  Toronto. — 1841. 

6.  These  evils^  were  making  great  and  alarming  progress,  when 
a  few  devout  and  learned  men,  manfully  and  heroically  came 
forward  to  stem  the  torrent,  hopeless  as  the  attempt  seemed  at  first 
to  be.  Nor  have  they  failed  in  succeeding,  to  a  great  extent,  in 
the  attainment  of  their  object.  They  have  been  instrumental  in 
reviving  most  important  and  essential  truths,  and  in  awakening  the 
members  of  the  Church  to  a  higher  estimate  of  her  distinctive 
principles.  They  have  called  forth  new  and  increasing  energy  in 
both  Clergy  and  laity.  They  have  animated  the  lukewarm;  REGU- 
LATED THE   COURSE  OF  THE  MORE  ZEALOUS^  (!  I) 

6  A  list  of  those  who — as  there  was  but  too  much  reason  to  expect — ^have  gone 
beyond  "the  verge  of  schism/'  to  which,  in  the  judgment  of  hu  Lordship,  the 
teaching  of  tlieir  letulers  had  broughi  them,  into  actual  secession  from  the  Church  of 
England  to  that  of  Rome,  will  be  found  in  Appendix  H. — See  also  the  remarks 
of  the  Bishop  of  Llandapf  upon  the  subject,  in  his  Lordship^s  Charge  of  1842.— 
Pars.  41,  42,  in  Chap.  XXV.— Ed. 

7  Vide  Par.  6,  in  Chap.  Ill— Ed. 

8  Certainly  Mr.  Nbwman,  by  the  advice  and  with  the  approbation  of  all  the 
leaders  of  his  party,  has  made  a  desperate  effort  for  this  purpose ;  with  what  succeps, 
the  melancholy  catalogue  of  BeoessioDS,  given  in  Appendix  H,  too  plainly  BhewB..^£i>. 


THIB  RBFOBMERS   RESCUED   FROM   OBLIVION  !  157 

and  RESCUED  the  works  of  the  ancient  Fathers  from  the  scorn 
of  ignorance,  and  THE  PILLARS  OF  THE  REFORMATION 
FROM  OBLIVION.^  (!  ! !)  The  tenor  of  their  teaching  has  been, 
like  their  lives,  holy,  meek,  and  consistent  with  the  spirit  of 
Christianity ;  and  they  have,  by  their  writings,  caused  the  voice  of 
the  Chnrch  Catholic  to  be  heard  through  the  whole  of  the  British 
dominions. 

7.  But  while  I  readily  accord  a  high  meed  of  praise  to  men  who 
have  been  thus  active  in  producing  a  change  so  salutary  in  our 
Church,  I  by  no  means  consider  them  perfect,  or  possessing  any 
other  authority  than  that  of  individual  writers.  Nor  do  I  profess 
to  agree  in  all  their  opinions,  much  less  in  some  of  their  expressions. 
To  avoid  one  error,  they  have  not  at  all  times  steered  sufficiently 
clear  of  another ;  but  it  is  our  duty,  as  Christians,  to  judge  b^  the 
general  effects  and  intentions,  and  not  by  incidental  observations ; 
and  in  the  present  case,  after  making  all  the  deductions  which  the 
most  rigid  justice  can  demand,  an  amount  of  merit  still  remains,  to 
which  few  writers  can  pretend. 

8.  Such  members  of  our  communion,  if,  indeed,  they  can  be 
called  members,  as  are  opposed  to  the  recognition  of  any  authority 
in  the  Church, — to  any  Divine  title  in  the  appointment  of  our 
ministers, — ^to  any  deep  and  awful  views  of  the  Sacraments, — to 
self-denial^  discipline^  and  obedience^ — will  condemn^  the  writers  to 
whom  I  have  alluded,  as  promoters  of  unheard-of  novelties,  and 
idle  disputation ;  but  those  who  believe  and  value  the  principles  of 
Catholicity,  will  guard  themselves  scrupulously  against  general 
censure,  even  when  lamenting  and  opposing  particular  faults.  They 
will  speak  of  such  authors  kindly  and  respectfully,  as  men  engaged 
in  the  same  good  cause,  and  be  more  disposed  to  dwell  upon  their 
excellences  than  their  deficiencies.  ^ 

Bebesfobd,  Abchbishop  of  Armagh. — 1842. 

While  I  thus  plainly  express  my  disapproval  of  the  sentiments 
put  forward  in  this  Tract,  (No.  90,)  I  must  not  be  understood  as 
passing  an  unqualified  censure  upon  the  whole  of  the  series. 
Several  of  the  Tracts  were  written  with  the  useful  design  of  coun- 
teracting some  popular  misconceptions  of  religion,  and  they  have 
proved  serviceable  in  defending  and  explaining  those  Catholic  and 


9  I  yentnre  to  giye  more  than  ordinary  distiDction  to  these  beneficial  effects  of  the 
Traetarian  movement,  under  the  persuasion  that  they  have  hitherto  been  little  known 
and  most  imperfectly  appreciated.  The  capitals  are  not  his  Lordship's ;  the  reader, 
be  he  whom  he  may,  will  have  little  difficulty  in  appropriating  to  himself  the  marks  of 
admiration.    See  Chap.  XIX. — Ed. 

1  I  hope  I  may  be  allowed  to  observe,  without  any  dtercspect  to  the  Bishop  op 
Toronto,  that  if  the  Tractarians  are  condemned  only  by  such  supposed  members  of 
our  Communion  as  are  here  described  by  his  Lordship,  tlie  amount  of  censure  to 
which  they  wiU  be  exposed,  will  be  small  indeed.  The  italics  in  the  text  are  not  his 
Lordship's. — En. 
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Apostolic  principles  which  distin^sh  our  CShurch  from  the  lati- 
tudinarianism  of  Protestant  sectarians,  as  well  as  from  the  super- 
stitions of  the  Church  of  Borne.  Answer  to  an  Addreu  fr&m  the 
InhahitimU  of  Dungannan  and  Parish  of  Drutnglass. 

Mant,  Bishop  op  Down  and  Connob,  and  Dromobb.— 1842. 

[Those  of  jou,  my  Reverend  Brethren,  who  have  read  the 
Tracts,  will  probably  concur  with  me  in  opinion,  that  they 
were  undertaken  with  good  and  laudable  motives,  that  in  many 
particulars  they  were  directed  to  valuable  ends,  that  they  have, 
m  some  cases,  been  productive  of  important  benefit.  These^ 
however,  are  not  sufficient  reasons,  why,  if  evil  has  been  blended 
with  their  good,  that  evil  should  not  be  unfolded  and  deprecated  ; 
rather,  there  are  obvious  reasons  why  it  should.] 
Vide  Par.  3,  in  Clutp.  II. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  of  Exetsb. — 1842. 

1.  The  University  of  Oxford  has  recently  been  identified,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  inconsiderate,  with  the  authors  of  what  are 
commonly  called  "The  Oxford  Tracts.''^  It  is  well,  therefore, 
that  measures  have  been  taken  by  the  University  itself,  to  teach, 
authoritatively,  on  those  important  subjects,  on  which  private 
members  of  that  body  have  used  the  liberty,  which  undeniably 
belonged  to  them,  of  setting  forth  their  sentiments  without 
authority. 

2.  The  result  of  the  unauthorized  teaching  has,  I  fully  believe, 
been,  on  the  whole,  very  highly  useful  to  the  cause,  not  only  of 
sacred  learning,  but  also  of  true  religion.  Whatever  may  be  the 
clamours  with  which  these  writers  are  assailed, — ^and  while  I  think 
that  in  some  important  particulars  they  have  erred  in  doctrine,  and 
that  in  others,  both  important  and  unimportant,  they  have  been 
injudicious  in  their  recommendations  of  practice, — I  scruple  not  to 
repeat  the  avowal,  which  I  made  to  you  three  years  ago,  of  my 
own  deep  sense  of  the  debt  which  the  Church  owes  to  them.  The 
candid  ecclesiastical  historian  of  the  nineteenth  century,  whatevet 
else  he  may  say  of  these  men,  will  hereafter  point  to  them,  as 
having  most  largely  oontributedi  by  their  own  energy,  and  by 
exciting  the  zeal  and  energy  of  others,  to  that  revival  of  a  spirit  of 
inquiry  into  the  doctrines  of  the  primitive  Fathers,  into  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Church  of  Christ,  and,  generally,  into  matters  of 
high  importance  to  the  cause  of  Gospel  Troth,  which  has  sfnread 
with  a  rapidity  wholly  unexampled  since  the  davs  of  Cranmer. 
But  I  enlarge  not  on  these  points.     Pie  whose  station  best  entitles 

'  "  Tracto  for  the  Times.    By  Memben  of  the  Univeisity  of  Oxfordr*'— Title-pafe. 
—Ed. 
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him  to  speak  of  these  writers,  their  own  venerated  Diocesan,  has 
anticipated  all  other  testimony.  Mj  object  is,  to  do  an  act  of 
simple  justice  to  them,  at  whatever  hazard  of  sharing  in  the 
obloquy,  which  has  been  heaped  not  only  on  them,  but  on  many 
who,  differing  from  them  in  important  particulars,  as  I  have 
declared  myself  to  differ,  do  yet,  like  me,  regard  them  with  respect 
and  gratitude,  as  good,  and  able,  and  pious  men,  who  have  laboured 
most  earnestly,  and,  on  the  whole,  very  beneficially,  in  the  service 
of  the  Church  of  Christ. 

[There  is  one  leading  particular  in  their  teaching,  on  which, 
when  I  warmly  commena  it,  I  venture  to  assure  myself  that  I 
shall  have  the  assent  of  most  among  you ;  I  mean  the  stimulus 
which  they  have  given  to  a  life  of  iystematie  piety.] 
Vide  Par.  8,  in  Chap.  XXIII. 

12«  I  was  brought  to  this  matter  (the  observance  of  the  Rubrics) 
by  a  wish  to  do  justice  to  one  especial  benefit  which  has  been 
rendered  to  the  Church  by  the  writers  of  the  ^'Tracts  for  the 
Times.'' 

[There  is  another  particular,  in  which  they  appear  to  me  equally 
entitled  to  our  gratitude ;  I  mean  the  zealous  and  effectual  manner 
in  which  they  have  enforced  the  great  evangelical  truth,  that  the 
true  Christian  life  is  not  an  individual,  but  a  corporate  life  ;   .  .   . 

The  writers  of  the  Tracts  have  largely  contributed — not  to 
revive,  for  it  was  never  dead,  but  to  spread  and  strengthen,  a 
practical  sense  of  this  our  corporate  character,  as  we  are  Christians. 
For  earnestly  impressing  this  truth,  and  others  con- 
nected with  it,  and  the  consequences  resulting  from  them,  the 
writers  of  whom  I  speak,  appear  to  me  to  merit  the  grateful 
acknowledgment  of  true  Churchmen,  in  proportion  to  the  con- 
tumely which  has  been,  in  some  quarters,  most  unsparingly 
showered  upon  them.] 

Vide  Panu  13, 24,  and  25,  in  Oaa^.  IX. 

[In  like  manner  they  have  successfully  laboured  to  impress  the 
neeeetity  and  efficacy  of  the  Sacraments^  as  the  appointed  means, 
in  and  by  which  U-od  is  pleased  to  impart  the  vital  and  saving 

grace  of  Christ On  this  matter  of  the  Sacraments,  I  am 

thankful  to  the  writers  of  the  Tracts  for  the  stimulus  which  they 
have  given  to  us :  and  with  the  expression  of  this  feeling  I  would 
gladly  close  what  I  have  to  say  of  them.     But — ] 

Vide  Pars.  26  and  40,  in  Chap.  XII. 

69.  And  now,  as  the  publication  of  the  Tracts  has  ceased,  let  us 
hope  that  the  excitement  caused  by  them  may  cease  also;  that  the 
Church  may  peaceably  benefit  by  the  testimony  to  its  own  prin- 
ciples which  has  been  ably  borne  in  some  of  them — free  from  the 
errors  which  characterise  others — ^free,  too,  from  the  extravagances, 
the  puerile  but  most  mischievous  extravagances,  which  have,  in 
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some  places,  marked  the  practice  of  their  disciples.  It  is  gratify^ 
ing  to  believe,  that,  in  this  diocese,  the  favour  with  which  many  of 
the  Clergy  have  regarded  these  publications,  has  not  been,  in  any 
one  instmce,  thus  disgraced.^ 

MusGBAVE,  Bishop  op  Hereford. — 1842. 

66.  I  have  thus,  as  briefly  as  possible,  hinted  at  some  prevailing 
opinions  and  practices  of  the  present  day,  which  appear  to  m^  to 
be  erroneous  and  reprehensible.  To  notice  them  in  greater  detail, 
or  to  embrace  a  larger  number  of  them,  would  lead  me  far  beyond 
the  limit  assigned  to  such  occasions  as  this,  and  at  best  I  could 
only  glance  at  them  rapidly. 

67.  Yet  I  must  be  permitted  to  say,  that  somewhat  simultaneously 
with,  though  many  think  independently  of,*  these  erroneous  views 
and  proceedings,  has  been  aroused  a  spirit  of  revived  inquiry  into 
the  grounds,  privileges,  and  duties  of  Church  Membership,  with 
stricter  attention  to  rule  and  discipline,  and  a  higher  regard  for 
the  "  decency  and  order,^  not  only  of  worship,  but  also  of  the  sacred 
edifices  in  which  that  worship  is  to  be  solemnized,  a  more  frequent 
celebration  of,  and  a  more  general  attendance  on,  the  Holy 
Communion ;  a  worthier  estimate  of  the  Sacraments,  a  more 
devout  observance  of  the  Lord's  Day,  and  of  the  fasts  and  festivals 
of  the  Church,  a  higher  tone  of  moral  and  religious  sentiment,  for 
some  time  past  extending  through  every  grade  of  society,  and  a 
growing  desire  for  unity,  discipline,  and  order. 

68.  And  while  we  lament  the  preponderating  evil^  on  the  one 
side,  we  desire  not  to  forget  the  amount  of  gooa  contained  in  the 


'  I  have  no  wish  to  defend  '*  the  puerile  and  most  mischievous  extrayaganoes**  to 
which  his  Lordship  refers,  and  which — I  speak  from  my  own  personal  observation — 
have  found  their  way,  but  too  soon,  into  the  Diocese  of  Exeter,  Some  little  allowance, 
however,  ought  surely  to  be  made  for  the  ^<  younger  adherents^^  of  those  ^*raeh 
teachers**  who,  to  quote  the  testimony  of  the  Bishop  of  Llandaff,  ''  seem  to  think  it 
enough,  here  and  there,  to  protest  against  certain  Popish  corruptions  ;  but  love  to  lead 
their  disciples  to  the  very  confines  of  that  treacherous  ground — encourage  a  taste  and 
a  liking  for  the  prospect — study  to  make  its  boundaries  less  distinct  and  perceptible, 
and  seem  intent  upon  smoothing  the  way,  and  affording  facilities  for  passing  on  from 
our  own  side  to  the  other.  If  this  be  not  dangerous  to  the  purity  of  our  Church,  and 
of  the  faith  which  has  been  established  among  us  by  the  blood  of  martyrs,  it  ia 
hard  to  say  what  is ;  and  if  it  be  reconcilable  with  tliat  allegiance  to  which  all  her 
Ministers  have  over  and  over  pledged  themselves,  then  have  we  cleansed  our  sanctuary 
in  vain."— Charge  of  1842.     Vide  Pars.  41, 42,  in  Chap.  XXV.— Ed. 

*  Vide  Charges  of  the  Bishops  of  Ossorv,  par.  95,  p.  42,  and  Llandaff,  par.  18, 
p.  36,  wproj— Ed. 

'  Mr.  Perceval,  in  the  second  edition  of  his  Collection  of  Papers,  &c.,  published 
in  1833,  thus  speaks  of  the  Episcopal  Charges  delivered  during  the  preceding  year:— 
'^The  high  commendation  bestowed  upon  the  Tracts  and  upon  their  authors,  by 
several  of  the  English  Prelates,  in  the  course  of  the  present  year,  1842,  affords  no 
pretence  for  altering  this  sentence  ; — (the  value  of  the  Tracts  lias  been  more  openly 
acknowledged  in  tfie  Colonics  than  in  the  Mother  Country;) — ^because,  in  every 
instance,  these  commendatioim  have  been  accompanied  by  cautions  and  censures 
to  such  an  amount,  that,  but  for  their  Lordships*  own  expressed  conclusion,  that 
the  good  lias  preponderated,  one  might  not  unreasonably  have  supposed  that  they 
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opposite  scale.  Lax  and  uncertain  notions  were  afloat  respecting 
the  Unity  of  the  CSiiirch.  An  outward  and  nominal  conformity 
was  often  deemed  sofficient :  a  defective  and  partial  allegiance  was 
the  resolt. 

Knox,  Bishop  of  Limerick. — 1842. 

2.  I  fireely  admit,  when  the  zeal  of  pions,  bat,  perhaps,  enthu- 
siastic men,  first  set  forth  those  writings,  entitled  '^  Tracts  for  the 
Times,"*  much  good  resulted,  as  it  open^  the  eyes  of  many  to  truer 
notions  of  Church  discipline  and  Church  power ;  but,  alas,  (as  is 
too  commonly  the  case,)  carried  away  by  too  hasty  and  indi»> 
criminate  a  zeal,  the  barriers  between  truth  and  error,  if  not  broken 
down,  were  at  least  so  far  obliterated  and  merged  together,  that  to 
those  less  learned  than  the  authors,  there  appeared  little  distinction. 

CopLESTON,  Bishop  of  Llandaff. — 1842. 

16.  There  is  a  dass  of  publications  which  has  attracted  almost 
nniyersal  notice, — sometimes  for  praise,  but  of  late  mare  frequently 
for  censure  and  admanitioHy^  from  those  whose  office  in  the  Church 
requires  them  more  especially  to  watch  over  the  purity  of  our 
Doctrine,  and  the  due  administration  of  religious  ordinances.  To 
these  publications  the  topics  to  which  I  have  just  adverted  naturally 
lead  me.  I  know  they  originated  in  a  desire  to  correct  a  laxity  of 
opinion,  or  rather  a  culpable  thoughtlessness,  and  a  superficial 
knowledge  of  divine  things,  too  frequent  among  those  who  were 
educated  for  the  Ministry  ;  and  they  have  brought  many  minds  to 
think  seriously,  to  feel  deeply,  and  to  reason  justly,  upon  points 
which  in  the  last  age  were  either  little  understood  or  little  regarded. 
They  have  opened  sources  of  information,  and  excited  a  spirit  of 
inquiry  among  theological  students,  which  may  be  productive  of 
much  good.  In  particular,  they  have  displayed,  in  all  its  fiilness 
and  beauty,  the  nature  of  that  heavenly  institution,  the  Catholic 
Church  of  Christ ;  they  have  developed  the  characters  of  unity,  of 
sanctity,  of  authority,  which  belong  to  it ;  and  they  have  raised  an 
awful  sense  of  the  mystery  of  man's  redemption,  and  of  the  means 

had  arriyed  at  a  "wery  different  opinion  oonceming  the  value  of  the  moyement** !  !— 
p.  6,  note. 

lliat  the  Bishop  of  Hxrsford  is  not  Bing^nlar  in  his  opinion,  will  be  seen  by 
vefenmg  to  the  Charge  of  the  Bishop  of  Llandaff,  who  also  spealcs  of  *^the  pre- 
dominanee  qfevii,'^  arisins  from  the  Tiactarian  moyement,  in  still  stronger  tenns.-. 
See  Charse  1842,  pars.  16  and  39. 

Now,  girine  Mr.  Psrckval  the  full  benefit  of  the  somewhat  different  conclusions  of 
the  BiahopB  of  Exxtxr  (1839,  |mr.  64),  Salisbury  (1842,  pars.  3  and  6),  and  St  David*s 
(1842,  par.  6),  the  languaee  in  which  he  has  recorded  the  relatiye  proportions  of 
praise  and  censure  bestowed  by  the  EInglish  Prelates  upon  the  Tractarian  movement, 
i8y  to  say  the  least  of  it,  most  unfortunate.— Ed. 

c  See  Mr.  P>bcxval*8  direct  assertion  to  the  cantntfy.-^ote  6,  page  160,  iupra. 
The  italioi  aze  not  his  Lord8hip'& — £o. 
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which  the  Church  is  commissioned  to  employ,  for  impressing  npon 
all  her  Members  a  constant  veneration  and  love  towards  the 
Redeemer,  and  for  enabling  them  to  make  a  personal  application  of 
his  merits  to  the  benefit  of  their  own  souls. 

17.  These  are  principles,  indeed,  which  have  never  been  absent 
from  the  teaching  of  the  Ghnrch ;  bnt  they  have  been  more  or  less 
prominent,  and  they  have  had  more  or  less  influence,  according  to 
the  temptations  and  corruptions  of  each  succeeding  age ;  at  one 
time  buried  and  stifled,  as  it  were,  in  the  superstitions  of  Popery, 
— at  another,  coarsely  and  rudely  handled  in  the  rage  of  Theo- 
logical controversy, — or,  again,  slumbering  amidst  the  formalities 
of  a  settled  and  secure  establishment. 

18.  That  this  last,  however,  was  the  state  of  our  own  Church, 
when  these  publications  began,  I  can  by  no  means  admit.  As 
compared  with  the  preceding  age,  there  had  sprung  up,  long  before 
they  appeared,  a  juster  sense  of  the  nature  and  duties  of  the 
pastoral  office,  and  of  the  obligation  of  ordination  vows ;  a  growing 
improvement  in  the  performance  of  public  worship,  and  in  the  tone 
and  matter  of  preaching ;  and,  certainly,  there  was  spread  through- 
out society  a  more  enlightened  acquaintance  with  Church  history, 
and  with  the  ground  of  our  separation  from  the  Church  of  Rome. 

Sit  was,  therefore,  with  pain  and  sorrow,  that  I  observed  the 
y  indication  of  that  evil,  which  almost  invariably  attends  the 
formation  of  what  must  be  called  a  School,  or  a  Party,  in  matters 
of  religion.] 

ride  Par.  19,  in  Chap.  XXV. 
27.  And  here,  perhaps,  I  shall  be  met  by  a  remark,  that  this  is 
all  that  is  aimed  at  by  the  writers  themselves.  Now,  I  will  admit, 
that  they  have  laboured  conscientiously  and  zealously  to  restore  the 
spirit  of  our  discipline,  in  many  respects  fiiUing  into  decay — ^that 
they  have  exercised  a  salutary  influence  in  turning  the  minds  of  all, 
laity  as  well  as  Clergy,  to  a  due  consideration  of  the  awftil  mysteries 
of  our  redemption,  to  which  the  whole  of  our  ritual  bears  a  con<- 
tinual  and  a  close  relation — that  the  feelings  have  been  softened, 
the  heart  subdued,  the  fervour  of  devotion  kindled,  by  their  com- 
mentaries on  our  liturgy — and  that  men  have  been  taught  to  value 
that  highly,  which,  because  it  had  become  familiar,  they  were  too 
apt  to  slight — and  to  see  a  force,  a  beauty,  and  a  connection  with 
their  own  spiritual  welfare,  in  many  parts  of  public  worship,  in 
which  they  had  often  carelessly  or  ignorantly  jomed. 

28.^  More  than  all,  they  have  succeeded  m  awakening  the  soul 
to  a  just  sense  of  that  holy  brotherhood,  the  Catholic  Church  of 
Christ ;  into  the  privileges  of  which  we  are  admitted  by  baptism, 
and  in  communion  with  which  we  must  endeavour  through  life  to 
continue,  if  we  would  inherit  the  blessing  prepared  for  us  from  the 
beginning  of  the  world.  A  forgetftilness,  or  an  imperfect  view  of 
this  relation  in  which  we  stand  as  members  of  Christ^s  Church 
upon  earth,  was,  as  I  before  observed,  one  of  the  chief  errors  of 
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the  day :  and  if  the  ceremonial  of  the  Romish  Church,  mixed  up 
as  it  is  with  the  obseryaaces  of  every  day,  presenting  memorials  of 
it  to  the  eye  and  to  the  ear  continiuJly,  in  the  Churches,  in  the 
streets,  and  by  the  way-side,  enjoining  a  scrupulous  distinction  of 
meats  and  days  for  the  same  purpose,  and  bringing  back  even  the 
old  bondage  of  the  law,  ^'  Touch  not,  taste  not,  handle  not  C — ^if,  I 
say,  she  possesses  this  advantage  over  us  in  maintaining  union, 
desurly  purchased,  indeed,  by  the  superstitions  mixed  up  with,  and 
inseparable  from,  the  whole  system,  let  us,  at  least,  carefolly  cherish 
those  expedients  which  our  Church  provides,  in  a  purer  forn^  for 
the  same  end. 

38.  As  far  as  this  framed  of  mind  tends  to  correct  light  and 
careless  performance  of  religions  duty,  or  habitual  want  of  devo- 
tion, or  superficial  acquaintance  with  the  ordinances  of  our  Church 
— as  &r  as  it  promotes  the  study  of  their  origin,  their  import,  and 
their  sacred  use,  and  to  inspire  a  devout  love  and  reverence  for 
them,  it  may  do  much  good ;  and  in  the  instance  before  us,  it  has 
done  much  good. 

39.  This  it  is  which  has  called  forth  the  praise  and  encourage- 
ment of  many,  who  now  lament  the  mixture,  or  rather,  I  may  say, 
the  predaminanee^  of  evil^  which  has  lately  manifested  itself,  and 
which,  if  unchecked,  threatens  to  counteract^  and  even  to  corrupt^ 
the  ffood  already  dmae?  ^^  to  eat  as  doth  a  canker"' — confounding  the 
relative  importance  of  things,  and  leading  young  and  susceptible 
minds  to  turn  away  with  disgust  from  any  sober  statement  of 
Divine  truth,  which  does  not  ^monize  with  their  own  visionary 
ideas  and  excited  feelings. 

[Even  giving  them  credit  for  having  pointed  out  real  defects 
and  irregmarities  in  our  Church  system,  yet  these,  upon  a  calm  and 
dispassionate  consideration,  would  appear  to  be  but  ^*  dust  in  the 
balance,^ — '\ 

Vide  Par.  44,  in  Chap.  XX. 

Blomfibxd,  Bishop  of  London. — 1842. 

30.  Now  it  is  impossible  to  deny  that  a  great  degree  of  laxity  has 
crept  over  us  in  this  matter  ;^  and  we  are  much  indebted  to  those 
learned  and  pious  men,  who  have  forcibly  recalled  our  attention  to 
a  branch  of  duty  too  long  imperfectly  performed.  In  some  in- 
stances, indeed,  they  have  gone  beyond  the  line  of  duty  and  of 


"^  **  A  morbid  feeling  in  relijeious  matters,**  giving  rise  to  '^  complaints  of  the  in- 
sufficiency of  our  religious  offices  and  formularies.**— Fidiff  Par  37,  in  Chap.  XX. 
— Ed. 

s  Compare  Mr,  Pbbcsval*8  aasertion,  that,  in  the  judpient  of  our  Bishops,  ^^the 
ffood  has  preponderated.**— Note  5,  page  1 60,  ntpra,  llie  italics  are  not  his  Lord8hip*0« 
— Ed. 

*  The  observMice  of  the  Bahric,  &c.— Ed. 

m2 
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prudence,  in  recommendiDg  or  practising  ceremonies  and  forms  not 
authorized  b^  their  own  Church,  and  in  ascribing  to  others  an  im- 
portance which  does  not  properly  belong  to  them ;  but  there  can 
be  no  doubt  of  their  having  mainly  contributed  to  the  progress 
which  has  been  made  during  the  last  few  years  towards  a  full  and 
exact  observance  of  the  Church's  Bubrical  injunctions,  as  well  as  to 
a  better  understanding  of  the  foundations  and  proportions  of  her 
Polity,  and  the  nature  and  value  of  her  discipline.  We  ought  not 
to  overlook  the  real  good,  which  they  have  effected  in  one  direction, 
while  we  contemplate  with  apprehension  the  evil  which  it  is  to  be 
feared  they  have  wrought  in  another. 

O^Brien,  Bishop  of  Ossoby,  Febns,  and  Leighlin. — 1842. 

[It  is  known,  that  is,  to  every  one,  that  a  movement  has  been 
going  on  for  some  years,  originating  with  certain  Members  of  the 
University  of  Oxford,  which  had  for  its  professed  object  to  bring 
our  Church  back  to  her  true  principles,  from  which,  from  various 
unfavourable  circumstances  in  her  position,  she  was  represented  as 
having  widely  strayed.  And  it  is  also  known,  that  this  movement 
has  for  some  time  gone  so  far  beyond  its  ostensible  object,  as  to 
alarm  not  a  few  even  of  those  who  looked  upon  it  at  first  with 
approbation  and  hope.] 

Vide  Par.  92,  in  Chap.  IV. 

[The  declared  object  (of  the  "  Tracts  for  the  Times^)  was  to  aid 
the  rulers  of  the  Church  to  meet  the  difficulties  with  which  they 
had  to  contend,  by  stirring  up  her  Ministers  to  remember  and 
assert  the  power  which  had  been  bestowed  upon  them  at  their 
ordination ;  and  by  giving  her  Lay  Members  better  information 
concerning  her  constitution  and  principles,  by  imparting  to  them 
clearer  views  of  the  foundation  of  her  claims  to  authority,  and  by 
making  them  understand  better  the  privileges  which  they  enjoyed 
in  her  communion. 

These  were  important  services.  But  the  principles  on  which, 
and  the  mode  in  which,  they  were  to  be  rendered,  were  matters  of 
no  mean  importance  too.  And  I  cannot  but  think  that,  com- 
paratively cautious  as  were  the  first  steps  of  the  party,  even  in  their 
very  earliest  efforts,  there  was  not  a  little  which  ought  to  have 
suggested  that  this  grave  enterprise  was  not  in  very  safe  hands.] 
Vide  Pan.  93, 94,  in  Chap.  IV. 

Baoot,  Bishop  of  Oxford. — 1842. 

14.  I  now  proceed,  in  the  discharge  of  the  heavy  responsibilities 
of  my  office,  to  offer  some  remarks  and  advice  on  the  subject  of 
the  opinions  of  which  we  have  been  speaking.^ 

15.  Four  years  ago,  when  the  principles  in  question  were  be- 
ginning to  spread,  men  knew  not  how,  and  while  there  was  more 
doubt  than  at  present  whereunto  they  would  grow, — whether,  like 


CHUBCH   PBINOIPLBBy   DISCIPLINE,    Ain>   AUTHORITT.  166 

fire  among  the  thorns,  they  would  blaze  up  for  the  moment, 
and  then  die  away,— H>r  whether  the  flame  was  kindled  among 
sach  materials  as  would  give  forth  no  mean  light,  and  not  be 
readily  extinguished,  I  took  the  opportunity  to  sp^dc  freely  to  you, 
of  the  good  which,  in  my  opinion,  had  actually  resulted  from 
the  publication  of  the  Tracts  for  the  Times,  of  the  tendencies 
in  them  which  I  considered  dangerous;  and  I  further  stated 
to  you,  that  my  fears  arose,  for  the  "most  part,  rather  from 
the  disciples  than  the  teachers.^  During  the  period  which  has 
interyened,  I  haye,  speaking  generally,  seen  no  reason  to  alter 
my  sentiments. 

•  •••••#• 

23.  With  respect  to  the  other  numbers  of  the  work  in  question, 
it  is  obyiously  impossible  to  speak  otherwise  than  yery  generally. 
No  doubt  there  are  many  imperfections  in  them.  The  language  is 
often  painfrilly  obscure,  eqmyocal,  capable  of  bearing  seyersS  in^ 
terpretations,  and  not  rarely  it  is  most  unguarded.  And  all  this, 
in  addition  to  there  being  man^  statements  in  them,  on  which 
good  men  will  hold  conflicting  opinions  to  the  end  of  time. 

24.  I  feel  also  bound  to  say,  that  the  authors  of  the  Tracts  haye 
seemed  to  me  far  too  indifferent  to  the  discord  and  distractions 
which  their  actions  and  writings  haye  caused,  thereby  hurrying  on 
a  crisiB,  from  the  acceleration  of  which  nothing  is  to  be  hoped,  and 
eyery  thing  to  be  feared. 

25.  Howeyer,  as  public  attention  has  been,  and  is  so  strongly 
directed  to  the  Tracts,  there  seems  no  fear  lest  any  errors  in  them 
should  remain  undetected.  God  grant,  that  what  there  is  of  eyil 
in  them  may  be  rendered  innocuous,  that  what  is  good  may  be  yet 
further  blessed  to  the  Churches  welfare;  and  that  those,  who 
contributed  to  produce  them,  may,  in  all  their  future  writings, 
so  profit  by  past  experience,  as  to  keep  eyer  before  them  the 
Apostolic  injunctions — '^  not  to  let  their  ^ood  be  eyil  spoken  of,^ 
and  '^  to  abstain  from  all  appearance  of  eyil.*^ 

26.  That,  in  spite  of  these  faults,  the  Tracts  for  the  Times  haye, 
from  their  commencement,  exerted  a  beneficial  influence  among  us, 
in  many  respects,  must,  I  should  think,-^«yen  their  enemies  being 
their  judges, — ^be  admitted.  Their  efiect,  eyen  upon  those  who  are 
not  in  communion  with  our  Church, — the  Dissenters  and  Romanists, 
— ^has  not  been  immaterial ;  and  within  the  Church  it  is  impossible 
to  mark  the  reyiyal  of  Church  principles  which  has  taken  place 
among  us,  the  increasing  desire  for  unity — the  increasing  sense 
of  the  guilt  and  eyils  of  schism — the  yearning  after  that  discipline 
which  we  haye  so  much  lost — the  more  ready  and  willing  obedience  to 
ecclesiastical  authority — the  greater  anxiety  to  liye  by  the  Prayer- 
Book^ — ^the  better  obseryation  of  the  Fasts  and  Festiyals  of  the 

1  Cham  1838,  par.  6._Soe  Note  3,  p.  180,  nijM-o.— Ed. 

'  See  Chap.  j^A^^Duparagemeni  of  the  Anglican  Liturgy.    Longing$  cfier  I^opith 
Formuiaries.    JRevival  qf  Popith  Doetrinet  and  Cgrenumiea, — Ed. 


168  BeNEFIdAL  BFFBOTS,   BTC. THE  KVIL 

they  have  been  led  to  search  into  their  own  opinions,  and  to 
approach  nearer  to  that,  to  which  doubtless  no  man  in  perfection 
attains — the  mind  of  God,  as  reyealed  in  his  written  Word,  and 
the  system  of  truth  and  the  mode  of  its  communication,  as  esta- 
blished by  our  blessed  Lord  and  his  Apostles. 

Pearson,  Dean  of  Salisbury. — 1842. 
Vide  Paimgrftphs  45,  46,  of  the  Dean'a  CSharge,  Chap.  III.,  page  38,  supra. 

Short,  Bishop  of  Sodor  and  Man. — 1842. 

The  condition  of  the  Church  of  England  has  been  for  some  years 
rapidly  and  greatly  improving.  The  younger  Clergy  are  generally 
much  better  educated  than  they  formerly  were,  and  have,  as  a 
whole,  become  much  more  intelligent,  zealous,  and  active  ;  and  the 
love  borne  to  them  by  the  people  is  consequently  greatly  on  the 
increase.  I  thank  God  for  it ;  and  take  courage,  and  pray  God 
that  we  may  go  forward  in  this  mwoemmi? — p.  3. 


>  After  a  very  careful  examination  of  the  Charse  of  the  Bishop  of  Sodor  and 
Man,  I  was  unable  to  discover  in  it  any  reference  whatever  to  the  Tractarian  Contro- 
versy, and  had,  therefore,  laid  it  aude,  when  I  found,  to  my  astonishment,  that 
Mr.  Pbrceval,  in  his  CollecHon  of  Papers,  &c.,  had  quoted  the  foregoing  passage 
among  his  "  extracts  from  the  Charges  of  the  Bishops'*  given,  as  he  very  modestly 
observes,  because  **  it  seems  hardly  right  altogether  to  withhold  the  testimony  of  ap- 
proval, afl  far  as  it  extends,  which  the  movement  has  received  from  the  English 
PreUtes."  (p.  112.) 

Mr.  PxRCEVAL  introduces  the  extract  by  stating,  that  *'  The  Bishop  of  Sodor  and 
Man  alludes  Mejfy  to  the  matter  thus,'*'*  Havine  quoted  the  passage  sa  above,  he 
adds,  '^  If  our  opponents  shall  claim  their  share  of  this  Testimony,  far  be  it  from  me, 
even  in  thought,  to  wish  to  withhold  it ;  only,  as  the  Bishop  has  not  excluded  the 
Tractarians  (sa  they  are  called),  let  not  them  attempt  to  do  so.** 

Of  all  persons  in  the  world,  the  present  Bishop  of  Sodor  and  Man  woold  be  the 
very  last  to  exclude  ''the  Tractanans,  as  they  are  called,"  or  any  other  set  of  men, 
from  the  praise  to  which  thev  may  be  justlv  entitled.  "  I  believe,'* — says  his  Lord- 
ship, in  the  same  Charge,  (page  5,)!-.'' thai  the  introduction  of  tlie  Wesleifan 
Methodists  here,  as  elsewhere,  kept  up  a  spirituality  of  religion — ^kept  up  the  essentials 
of  Christianity,  which  would  otherwise  have  been  burled  among  us.  I  thank  God  for 
the  good  done  by  them.^^ 

Aster  this,  it  may,  perhaps,  be  rather  a  satisfaction,  than  otherwise,  to  Mr. 
Pbrceval  to  hear  that,  several  years  ago,  the  Bishop  of  Sodor  and  Man,  then 
Student  of  Christ  Churdi,  in  a  Sermon  preached  before  the  University  of  Oxford, 
made  Hie  same  remark  with  respect  to  ''  the  condition  of  the  Church^  and  **  the 
younger  Clerflnr,**  as  that  quoted  from  his  Charge ;  attributing  the  rutid  improvement 
which  waA  tiOung  place, — not  to  the  Tractarians,  for  at  that  time  tney  were  neither 
known  nor  thought  of, — ^not  to  the  operation  of  a  system,  many  principles  of  which,  as 
Mr.  Pbrceval  must  be  well  aware,  would  find  but  little  sympathy  in  the  honest, 
strai^htfcHrward,  and  unsophisticated  mind  of  Dr.  Thomas  Vuwlbr  SuoRT,^but  to 
the  mcreased  attention  bestowed  upon  the  instruction  of  the  junior  Members  of  the 
University  in  the  Doctrines  of  the  Church  of  England,  as  contained  in  the  Ttdrty-rdne 
Articles  I 

The  italics  in  the  text  are  the  Editor*s:  whether  the  words  so  printed  have^  as 
apparently  intended  by  Mr.  Perceval,  any  reference  to  *^  the  movement,^  in  support 
of  which  he  has  adduced  "  the  testimony  of  the  English  Prelates,**  is  a  question 
which  the  reader  must  now  decide  for  himself. — Ed. 
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Thirlwall,  Bishop  op  St.  David'b. — 1842. 

4.  Howeyer  this  may  be,  it  will  probably  seem  to  many  persons 
a  calamity  to  be  deeply  deplored,  that  gifts  and  qualities  such  as  I 
have  just  mentioned,  which,  if  harmoniously  employed,  might  have 
rendered  the  most  important  services  to  the  Church,  should  have 
been  arrayed  in  conflict  a^inst  each  other ;  and  no  doubt  it  would 
have  been  much  more  desirable  that  they  should  have  been  drawn 
forth,  in  an  equal  degree  of  activity,  by  combined  exertions  for  the 
common  cause. 

5.  But  I  cannot,  on  this  account,  concur  with  those  who  would 
re^rd  the  controversy  as  a  subject  of  unmixed  regret,  ,ot  who 
think  that  any  evil  has  hitherto  arisen  from  it,  which  has  not  been 
much  more  than  counterbalanced  by  its  beneficial  effects. 

6.  I  just  now  alluded  to  the  bulk  of  its  literary  productions ;  of 
those  which  may  be  considered  as  immediately  and  visibly  repre- 
senting it.  But  the  mass  of  publications,  which  though  not — pro- 
fessedly at  least — of  a  controversial  nature,  are  intimately  connected 
with  it,  and  have  not  only  taken  their  tone  and  colour  from  it,  but 
could  not  have  existed  without  it,  is  &r  greater,  and  I  cannot  but 
regard  the  whole,  though  including  much  that  has  no  more  than  a 
fugitive  or  historical  value,  as  a  precious  addition  to  our  Theological 
literature,  such  as  might  perhaps  suffer  little  by  comparison  with 
all  that  it  had  received  in  the  course  of  a  century  before.  And 
yet  it  is  chiefly  valuable  and  interesting,  as  an  expression  or  indi* 
cation  of  the  new  life  which  has  been  recently  awakened  in  the 
Church.  Others  may  regret  that  public  attention  should  have  been 
so  much  turned  this  way,  and  diverted  from  the  subjects  which  appear 
to  them  of  supreme  importance — from  politics,  or  science,  or  poli- 
tical economy,  or  classical  literature :  but,  speaking  to  you  on  this 
occasion,  I  can  only  treat  it  as  a  matter  for  mutual  congratulation, 
that,  through  whatever  cause,  a  spirit  should  have  been  roused, 
which  has  engaged  so  many  active  and  powerful  minds  in  the 
cultivation  of  Theological  learning.  As  Churchmen,  we  must 
rejoice,  that  the  study  of  Divinity  should  have  begun  to  embrace  a 
wider  range  than,  for  a  long  period  before,  had  satisfied  the  greater 
part  of  those  who  dedicated  themselves  to  the  Ministry,  that  it 
should  have  become  more  generally  conversant  with  Christian 
Antiquity,  with  Ecclesiastical  history,  and  with  the  original  sources 
from  which  the  knowledge  of  these  subjects  is  derived ;  so  that 
even  ordinary  students  much  less  frequently  confine  their  reading 
to  a  narrow  circle  of  modem  compilations,  systems,  outlines,  and 
commentaries^  and  not  only  are  used  to  carry  their  inquiries  further, 
but  are  more  desirous  of  seeing  and  judging  for  themselves.  All 
this,  indeed,  would  be  of  little  value,  if  the  spirit  which  has  been 
awakened  had  been  one  of  merely  literary  curiosity,  or  intellectual 
energy.     But  every  one  who  has  observed  its  workings,  must  be 
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aware  that  the  case  is  yery  far  otherwise :  that  it  is  bent,  with  a 
deep  coDScionsoess,  and  warm  earnestness,  upon  high  practical 
ends.  It  may  even  be  doubted,  whether  there  is  not  some  danger, 
lest  this  practical  tendency  should  be  carried  to  excess,  and  lead  to 
the  neglect  and  discouragement  of  all  critical  inquiries  into  Theo- 
logical subjects,  not  obviously  or  immediately  pointing  to  practical 
results.  But  it  is  more  important,  as  well  as  more  pleasing,  to 
observe,  that  the  interest  thus  excited,  appears  to  have  given  a  new 
impulse  to  the  zeal  of  the  friends  of  the  Church,  which  has  urged 
them  to  extraordinary  exertions  in  her  behalf.  It  will  hardly  be 
considered  by  any  one  as  a  mere  casual  coincidence,  that  the  last 
ten  years  should  have  been  so  signally  marked  by  so  many 
important  undertakings  in  aid  of  her  cause,  begun  in  a  confidence 
which,  not  long  ago,  would  have  been  deemed  romantic,  and 
accomplished  by  sacrifices,  which  would  then  have  appeared  almost 
inconceivable. 

7.  Still,  whatever  maybe  the  amount  of  the  advantage  thus  gained, 
it  would,  undoubtedly,  be  too  dearly  purchased,  if  the  price  paid 
for  it  were  the  admission  of  unsound  Doctrines,  or  a  breach  of 
unity,  in  the  Church ;  and  there  are  many  persons  who  believe — 
this,  indeed,  is  the  very  gist  of  the  controversy — that  one  of  these 
evils  has  befallen  us,  and  to  such  a  degree,  that  our  only  prospect 
of  a  remedy  lies  in  the  other  :  and  there  are  others  who,  though 
difieriog  widely  in  their  view  of  the  cause,  look  forward  to  the  same 
result,  some  with  friendly  uneasiness,  others  with  hostile  exultation. 

8.  Unhappily  it  cannot  be  denied  that  there  is  some  ground  for 
these  anticipations ;  they  are  often  expressed  in  a  manner  which 
tends  to  realize  them  ;  but  still,  I  trust  that  we  are  yet  far  removed 
from  such  a  deplorable  alternative.  And  as  I  am  sure  that  you, 
my  Reverend  Brethren,  all  sympathize  with  me  in  the  wish  that 
this  should  prove  to  be  the  case,  it  may  not  be  useless  to  state  the 
reasons  which  have  led  me  to  this  opinion,  and  which  induce  me 
to  contemplate  the  present  state  of  the  controversy  with  much 
more  of  hope  than  of  alarm. 

Pepys,  Bishop  op  Worcestbb, — 1842. 

37.  It  will  be  sufficiently  evident,  from  the  above  observations, 
that  I  am  by  no  means  disposed  to  concur  in  the  expediency  of 
that  movement  in  the  Church,  which  has  of  late  excited  so  much 
attention.  I  believe  it  to  be  uncalled  for  by  the  general  conduct 
of  the  Clergy;  and,  however  it  may  have  produced,  in  some 
instances,  greater  exactness  in  the  observation  of  the  forms  and 
ceremonies  required  by  the  Rubric,  it  has  this  evil  efiect,  that  by 
laying  so  much  stress  upon  the  importance  of  such  forms  and 
ceremonies,  it  has  a  tendency  to  substitute  formality  for  the  living 
spirit  of  true  devotion,  directing  the  attention  of  the  Minister  of 
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tbe  Grospel  so  mnch  to  an  oyer-scrnpnlous  observance  of  non- 
essential forms,  that  there  is  a  danger,  lest,  satisfied  with  the 
minnte  exactness  with  which  be  fulfils  his  duty  in  this  respect,  he 
should  lose  sight  of  the  more  important  oblirations  of  his  holy 
calling, —  those  which  require  him  to  preach  the  fundamental 
Doctrines  of  Christianity,  the  lost  state  of  man  without  redemp- 
tion, the  inestimable  value  of  that  redemption,  and  the  duties 
which  result  from  it,— repentance  towards  uod,  and  faith  towards 
our  Lord  Jesus  Christ. 
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CHAPTER  VII. 


GHARAGTER  OF   THE   TBACTABIAN8   AS    OONTBOVEBSIALI8T8. TREATMENT 

OF   THEIR  OPPONENTS. 


Sumner,  Bishop  of  Chester. — 1841. 

[To  enter  upon  this  subject  generally,  or  fully,  would  be  quite 
incompatible  with  the  limits  of  a  Charge.* — ] 

*  I  must  add,  that  it  would  be  altogether  superfluous.  The 
divinity  of  the  Oxford  Tracts  has  been  as  completely  refiited  in  all 
its  parts,  as  any  erroneous  opinions  can  oyer  be  refuted  ;  and  it  is 
a  sign  of  the  discretion,  if  not  of  the  candour  of  the  writers,  to 
treat  these  answers  generally,  as  if  they  had  never  been  written. 
If  this  continues  to  be  the  case,  after  the  recent  publication  of 
Mr.  Goode^s  elaborate  ^'  Rule  of  Faith  and  Practice,^^  it  must  be 
considered  as  a  tacit  acknowledgment  of  complete  refutation.^ 
Vide  Par.  5,  in  Chap.  I. 


^  The  following  characteristic  notice  of  Mr.  Goodk'b  work  appeared,  shortly  after  its 
publication,  in  the  British  Critic :-« 

''  The  Rot.  William  Goodx,  the  author  of  seyeral  publications  against  Dissenters, 
and  some  tracts  on  Church  Rates,  has  published,  under  the  title  of  '^The  Divine  Rule 
of  Faith  and  Practice,*  ^Hatchards,)  a  most  ponderous  mass  of  strictures  on  the  Tracts 
for  the  Times,  &c  ;  which  will  perhaps  be  a  lasting  monument  of  the  writer ^s  industry, 
but  is  as  little  in  plikce  in  modem  controversy,  as  the  millstones  and  landmarks,  which 
the  Homeric  warriors  used  in  an  extremity  to  heave  against  one  another,  would  be  in 
the  warfare  of  these  days.  Mr.  Goode,  to  do  him  justice,  appears  very  learned  in  the 
TrtKis  for  the  Timesy  and  in  some  of  the  articles  that  have  appeared  in  the  Review. 
At  first,  we  even  thought  that  several  of  them  would,  if  lost,  be  entirely  replaced  from 
his  pages.  The  line  of  argument  may  be  seen  from  the  first  items  in  tne  Table  of 
Contents : — '  All  Divine  Revelation  demands  our  implicit  faith  and  obedience. — In  a 
revelation  of  truths  above  our  comprehension,  demanding  our  faith,  we  are  bound  to 
require  sufBcient  evidence  of  its  Divine  origin. — ^This  we  must  do  individualism,  because 
we  are  to  be  judged  as  individuals,*  &c.** — British  Critic,  No.  61,  p.  246. 

But  the  injury  inflicted  upon  the  party  by  Mr.  Goodx*s  **  ponaerous**  though  well- 
directed  missile,  was  far  more  severely  felt  than  his  opponents  were  willinflr  to  acknow- 
ledge. In  the  usual  phraseology  of  the  School,  "  tiie  reception  which  bis  volumes 
appeared  to  meet  with  m  some  quarters,**  constrained  them,  for  once,  to  abandon  their 
sub  sileniio  practice,  and  profess  themselves  ready  '^  to  accept  an  antagonist,  who,  what- 
ever his  faults  might  be*'  ....''  attempts**  (upon  their  own  confession)  "  to  meet  the 
system  at  a  whole,  as  well  as  in  all  its  parts  *, definitely  specifies  the  Doctrines 
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Whately,  Archbishop  op  Dublin. — 1842. 
AmoDg  the  subjects  here  treated  of,  are  some  on  which  I  have 

wludi  he  condemns  as  false and  draws  oat  into  shape  his  own  sentiments  on 

the  disputed  points.**  The  <*  claim**  of  the  IHvme  Rule  qf  Faiih  and  PraeHee  to  a 
^  repij  with  some  degree  of  detail,**  notwithstanding  its  "  almost  intolerable  defects  of 
reasoning  and  composition,**  being  thus  established,  the  office  of  reviewer  was  under* 
taken,  as  it  is  generally  underBto<3,  by  the  Rev.  W.  Ward,  M.A.,  of  Balliol  College, 
the  zoJoos  chMnpion  of  TVaei  90 ;  and  an  article,  extending  to  nearly  a  hundred  pages, 
from  the  pen  of  that  gentleman,  appeared  in  the  BriHth  OriHc  for  July,  1842:  the 
eondnsion  of  which  I  subjoin,  because,  while  it  gives  the  result  of  Mr.  Ward*s 
oiticism,  it  exhibits  an  instructive  specimen  of  that  profound  reverence  for  Epieoopaoy 
of  which  the  Traetarians  so  loudly  boast,  and  for  which  so  much  credit  **  appears"  at 
least  to  have  been  bestowed  upon  them  ''in  certain  quarters.** 

OOODB*8  DIVINB  RULX  OP  FArTH  AND   PRACTICS. 


Mr.  Wabi>*8  teeHmanp  to  its  '*  tUter 
worUUeesness,'*^ 

'*  If  we  have  extended  our  remarks  far 
beyond  our  usual  limits,  it  has  been  cer- 
tainly from  no  respect  whatever  for  the 
work  before  us ;  for  anything  more  utterly 
worAlessj  considered  as  a  controversial 
effort,  it  has  never  been  our  lot  to  fall  in 
with. 

**  In  common  fSaimess,  indeed,  to  their 
powers  of  discrimination,  we  must  take 
for  granted  that  those  persons  in  high 
station,  who  teem  to  have  praised  and 
admired  the  work,  have  done  so  without 
reading  iti  they  are  perhaps,  on  other 
eronnds,  hostile  to  the  Oxford  movement, 
but  have  found  d^ffUmUy  in  deaUng  with 
the  historical  argument ;  and,  accordingly, 
to  have  the  countenance  qf  one  writer  at 
least  who  shews  knowledge  of  the  Fathers, 
in  that  hostUOyy  is  a  cofmfort  and  a  reli^to 
them  I!  f 

**  But  any  one  who  has  looked  at  all 
carefully  into  the  book,  will  meet  with  no 
ordinary  trial  to  his  patience;  he  will 
find  ooneluaions  at  which  Enelish  or 
foreisn  Theologians  in  past  ages  have  ar- 
rived by  means  of  accurate  investigation, 
labour,  and  thought,  contemptuously  set 
aside  by  a  writer,  who  has  displayed  no 
one  quiuification  for  the  task  into  which 
he  has  thrust  hinuelf,  beyond  that  dull, 
barren  memory  of  words,  which  is  ever 
found  worse  tlian  useless  to  him  who  has 
neither  genius  to  inspire,  sense  to  direct, 
nor  Belf-distmst  to  restrain  him** !  ! 

BriM^  Critie,  No.  83,  p.  100. 


Testimong  qf  '*  persons  in  high  station,  who 
seem  to  have  praised*^  it. 

"  Mr.  Ooode*s  elaborate  '  Rule  of  Faith 
and  Practice.*  ** — Bishop  op  Chjbstxr. 
Oiarge,  1842. 

"See  < Bishop  Oib6on*s  Preservative,* 
voL  3,  p.  410,  quoted  by  Mr.  Goode,  in 
his  learned  and  carq/ui work,  'The  Divine 
Rule  of  Faith  and  Practice,*  vol.  ii, 
p.  108.** — Bishop  op  London.  Sermons 
on  the  Church,  nage  70.     Ed.  2d. 

"The  useful  work  of  revising  these 
confident  and  imposing  documents  (IVao- 

tarian  Catenn)  was completed 

by  Mr.  Goode ;  until,  of  tdl  the  authorities 
which  they  so  confidently  claimed,  upon  all 
their  distinctive  points,  scarcely  one  has 
been  left  them  qf  any  real  weight  or  im- 
portance, ** — Bishop  up  Ossory  and  Fxrns. 
Charge,  1842. 

" '  It  gives  us  great  pleasure  to  state, 
that  at  the  recent  ordinations  by  the 
Bishop  op  Chichsstbr  (Dr.  Gilbert),  his 
Lordship  presm/A/  each  qf  the  Deacons 
with  a  copy  of  Goode*s  invaluable  Work 
on  the  Soriptures  as  the  sole  Rule  of 
Faith  and  Ptaetiee,  &o.  ^^Record.  [  This 
is  melancholy  enough^*'}  I  /-.Ed.  of  the 
English  Churchman, 

"  Since  this  Sermon  was  first  published, 
I  have  had  the  satisfaction  of  seeing  sub- 
stantially the  same  view  qf  the  sttbjeet  taken 
in  the  Third  of  the  Bishop  of  London's 
recent  *  Sermons  on  the  Church,*  and  in 
Mr.  Goode*s  learned  discussion  of  it  in 
the  second  volume  of  his  '  Divine  Rule  of 
Faith  and  Practice,*  where  the  reader 
will  also  find  important  testimony  to  the 
same  effect  from  the  approved  Divines  of 
the  English  Church. **_7%«  Apostolical 
Succession.  A  Sermon  preached  at  the 
Consecration  of  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Chi- 
chester. By  Edwabd  Hawkins,  D.D., 
Provost  of  Oriel  College,  and  Canon  of 
Rochester.  Printed  at  the  command  qf 
his  Orace  ihe  Archbishop  of  CANTXHr 
BURY.    Ed.  2d.    Note,  p.  38.»£d. 
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not  only  reflected  much,  but  have  written  and  published  from  time 
to  time  for  above  twelve  years  past. 

And  it  may  not  be  impertinent  here  to  remark,  that  in  respect 
of  some  most  important  points  now  maintained,  I  may  appeal 
(beside  the  arguments  contained  in  the  following  pages)  to  the 
strongest  of  all  external  confirmations,  the  testimony  of  opponents. 
Not  that  I  have  ever  written  in  a  polemical  form,  or  sought  to 
provoke  controversy ;  but  by  opponents,  I  mean,  those  who  have 
maintained,  and  who  still  maintain,  opinions  opposite  to  those  I 
have  put  forth  ;  but  who  have  never,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge, 
even  attempted  any  refutation  of  the  reasons  I  have  adduced. 

For  instance,  that  the  introduction  into  the  Christian  Religion 
of  Sacrifices,  and  Sacrificing  Priests,  is  utterly  at  variance  with 
the  whole  system  of  the  Gospel,  and  destructive  of  one  of  its  most 
important  characteristics ;  and,  again,  that  the  implicit  deference 
due  to  the  declarations  and  precepts  of  Holy  Scripture,  is  due  to 
nothing  dse,  and  that  it  is  not  humble  piety,  but  profane  presump- 
tion, either  to  attribute  infallibility  to  the  Traditions  or  decision  of 
any  uninspired  man,  or  body  of  men,  (whether  Church,  Council, 
Fathers,  or  by  whatever  other  title  designated,)  or,  still  more,  to 
acknowledge  in  these,  although  fallible^  a  right  to  fix  absolutely  the 
interpretation  of  Scripture,  to  be  blended  therewith,  and  to  super- 
sede all  private  judgment, — these  are  positions  which  I  have  put 
forth,  from  time  to  time,  for  many  years  past,  in  various  forms  of 
expression,  and  supported  by  a  variety  of  arguments,  in  several 
different  works,  some  of  which  have  appeared  in  more  than  one 
edition.  And  though  opposite  views  are  maintained  by  many 
writers  of  the  present  day,  several  of  them,  professed  members  of 
the  Church  of  England,  I  have  never  seen  even  an  attempted 
refutation  of  any  of  those  arguments.^ 


^  The  following  extract  from  the  BriUsh  Critic  for  April,  1842^  will  shew  that  there 
are  other  methods  of  dealing  with  an  argument  besioes  attempted  refutation.  The 
reader  will  not  fail  to  observe  the  additional  exemplification  which  it  contains  of  that 
cardinal  yirtue  of  Tractarianism,  JReverence  for  Episcopacy. 

**  One  of  the  many  difficulties  which  press  upon  us  in  the  present  most  unhappy 
state  of  our  Church,  is  the  question  of  the  proper  course  to  be  pursued  by  Churchmen 

when  a  Bishop  delivers,  ejt  QUhedrSi,  Doctrines  which  are  in  fact  hereHcaL 

The  volumes  before  us,  /Archbishop  Whately^s  Essays,  and  Kingdom  of 

Christ,)  do  not  impose  upon  us  exactly  the  same  difficulty ;  for  though  the  substonoe  of 
severfU  of  the  EsaE^ys  would  appear  to  have  been  pronounced  by  the  Abchbishop  more 
or  lees  e»  CathedrA,  still,  by  tne  form  which  they  have  assumed  in  publication,  he 
seems  to  descend  from  that  position,  and  enter  the  lists  as  a  private  combatant, 
claiming  and  entitled  to  no  other  deference  than  the  establiriied  courtesies  of 
controversy  demand  for  ever]^  writer  who  comes  before  the  public ;  while  the  very 
openness  of  his  character  forbids  us  to  imagine  that  he  can  wish,  after  having  so  done, 
to  fall  back  upon  exemptions  which  would  be  refused  in  other  circumstances,  or  wish 
to  shelter  himself,  under  his  character  of  Archbishop,  from  those  oonunents  which 
must  naturally  attend  his  character  of  aut/ior,*^ — pp.  255,  266. 

'<  Compare,  for  instance,  Dr.  Whatblxy's  heresies  with  those  of  the  innovators  in 
the  sixteenth  century*,  with  Luthbr,  for  instance,  the  most  powerful  and  persuasive  of 
them  all."— p.  302. 

The  Bishop  of  Worcbstxr,  having  quoted  Archbishop  Whatblxy^s  Kingdom  tf 
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It  cannot  be  alleged  that  they  are  not  worth  noticing :  since, 
whether  intrinsically  weak  or  strong,  the  reception  they  have  met 
with  fr(Hn  the  public,  indicates  their  having  had  some  influence. — 

Kinffdom  tf  Christ,  Preface,  pp.  6^^, 

MusGRAYK,  Bishop  of  Hehefobd. — 1842. 

{I  have  spoken  reluctantly,  and  because  the  notions  referred  to 
have  been  widely  disseminated,  and  are  said  to  have  found  favour 
where  it  was  least  to  be  wished  or  expected,  and  because  efforts  have 
not  been  wanting  by  uncandid  and  tortuous  criticism,  by  intricate 
and  sabtile  explanation,  to  reconcile  them  with  the  meaning  of  the 
Church,  which  is  so  plainly  and  obviously  to  the  contrary ;  and  by 

Erbled  and  disingenuous  quotations^  from  some  of  her  greatest 
vines,  to  make  the  unwary  and  unlearned  believe  that  all  the 
weight  of  authority  is  on  the  side  of  those  who  maintain  these 
errors,  while  a  death-like  silence  is  preserved  on  the  unanswerable 
refutations,  which  have  appeared  from  many  learned  writers.] 

Vide  Par.  73,  in  Chap.  II. 

O^Bbibn,  Bishop  of  Ossobt,  Ferns  and  Leiohlin. — 1842. 

'The  useful  work  of  revising  these  confident  and  imposing  docu- 
ments,^ was  begun  by  Mr.  Golightlt,  in  the  able,  manly,  and 
effective  pamphlet,  which  he  published  early  in  the  controversv ; 
it  was  continued  by  Bishop  M^Ilvaine,  and  completed  by 
Mr.  GrooDE  ;^  until  of  all  the  authorities  which  they  so  confidently 
claimed,  upon  all  their  distinctive  points,  scarcely  one  has  been 
left  them  of  any  real  weight  or  importance. 


Chfitt  wHli  approbation  in  his  primary  Charge,  (par.  96,)  is  of  eourae  a  partaker  in  his 
Graee''s  condemnation.  His  Lordship  has,  moreover,  been  charged  wi^  "  damnable 
kere*^**  on  otiwr  nounds. — See  Appendix  G. 

Barely,  wlien  ^ey  hear  such  ^phrases  unreserredlv  i^[>pUed,"  even  to  the  Arch- 
iiah^pe  a$ul  Biehope  of  oar  Chuidi,  the  opponents  of  Tractarianism  will  be  tempted  to 
retort  the  question  of  Bishop  PhiUpoUSy  (Charge  1839,  par.  40,)  **  Do  the  persons  who 
use  this  language  consider,  or  understand  what  they  say  P  Do  they  remember,  or  do 
ihey  know,  that  no  private  man  can,  without  sitiful  presumption^  pronounce  any 
opinion  to  be  heresy,  until  the  Church  shall  have  solemnly  declared  it  such  ?** — Ed. 

6  See  the  Bishop  op  Ossort^s  remarks  upon  the  miequotations,  <'  evasive  sophistry,'** 
and  **  dishonest  casuistry,'**  employed  in  Tract  90.— Chap,  IV.,  pages  81 — 104,  supra. 
See  also  Appendix  I«— Ed. 

"^  The  following  passaffes  form  the  continuation  of  a  note,  the  commencement  of 
which  will  be  founa  in  Cnan.  IV.  p.  68,  lupro.— Ed. 

B  Tractarian  Catenss.^  £d. 

9  See  Mr.  Goliohtly'S  Letter  to  the  Lord  Bishop  cf  Oxford ;  Bishop  M'Tlvaink's 
Oxford  Divinity  compared  with  those  qf  the  Roman  and  Anglican  Churches  ;  Mr. 
Goodx^  Dwine  Rule  qf  Faith  and  Practice,  and  Letter  to  the  Bishop  qf  Oxford  on 
some  difficulties  in  his  Lordship'*s  Charge, 

See  also  the  Bishop  op  Calcutta*s  examination  of  the  Catena  Patrum,  appended 
to  the  third  editiom  of  Mr.  Keble'a  Sermon  on  Primitive  TVadition,  in  Chap.  VI 11. 
—En. 
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And  yet,  with  what  it  is  not  easy  to  style  by  any  milder  appellation 
than  wonderful  hardihood,  they  continue  to  speak,  not  merely  as  if 
they  still  retained  all  these  Divines,  but  as  if  they  had  been  left  in 
undisputed  possession  of  them ;  not  merely  as  if  their  opponents 
had  not  succeeded  in  wresting  any  of  their  boasted  Compurgators 
from  them,  but  as  if  they  had  neyer  made  the  attempt !  Cionsi- 
dering  that  the  following  passage  was  written  after  the  three  works 
to  which  I  have  referred,  were  published  and  very  widely  circu- 
lated, it  must  be  felt  to  belong  to  the  class  which  one  must  be 
content  to  call  utMeeofmtable. 

''And  since  this  is  so,  and  one  may  claim,  without  hesitation,  (thongh 
setting  np  no  one  as  a  standard  except  tne  Church,)  that  onr  teaching  is  more 
in  accordance  with  the  acknowledged  Divines  of  the  seventeenth  century, — I 
wonld  not  exclude,  in  this  respect,  even  those  of  the  sixteenth,— than  that 
which  opposes  it,  one  mav,  on  this  ground,  the  rather  hope,  mat  what  is 
thought  defective  in  us,  will  not  be  so  spoken  against,  as  to  seem  to  condemn 
our  teaching  in  its  substantial  parts.  They  who  brand  us  with  the  names 
of  heresy,  have,  through  unacquainttmce^  ooubtleMy  throughout  avoided  this 
question,  whether  the  chief  Divines  of  the  seventeenth  centuiy  are  most  wi<h> 
us,  or  with  them."— Pusey's  Letter  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  p.  98. 

However,  though  they  are  sure  to  return  to  this  mode  of  treating 
the  question,  yet,  sometimes,  when  the  true  state  of  the  case  is 
brought  home  to  them  on  a  particular  occasion,  they  have  another 
mode  of  dealing  with  it,  of  which  I  shall  give  a  notable  example 
in  the  words  of  one  of  the  authors  just  referred  to : — 

^'  Finding  that  the  Tractators  founded  their  chief  claim  to  public  attention 
upon  our  standard  Divines,  and  had  constructed  several  Catenas  of  extracts 
from  them,  to  support  that  claim,  I  took  upon  me  to  investigate  tiiose  Catenas, 
and  of  one  in  particular,  shewed  that  all  the  best  Divines  there  quoted,  instc»a 
of  being  in  their  favour,  were  altogether  against  them.  The  reply  to  me  is, 
^  Were  the  author  even  to  prove,  (to  put,  for  aigument's  sake,  an  extreme 
and  most  extravagant  hypothesis,)  that  all  our  standard  writers,  since  the 
Reformation,  were  of  this  way  ox  thinking,  this  would  still  be  irrelevant 
as  regards  the  Oxford  opinions,  not  merely  to  the  question  of  their  truth, 
but  even  of  their  consistency  with  the  formularies  we  have  subscribed:  wb 

ARE    IN   NO    WAV    CALLBI>,    THEN,    TO    DISCUSS   THE    SUBJECT.'      {British  CriHc 

of  Jid:^,  1842,  p.  105.)  Such  is  the  repljr  of  the  Tractarians^  when  convicted 
of  a  misrepresentation  of  our  standard  Divine&L  such  as,  it  might  be  supposed, 
any  ingenuous  mind  would  shrink  from  with  horror,  well,  what  then  ?  If 
they  were  aU  against  us,  it  would  be  of  no  consequence.  After  this,  the 
reader  will  know  how  to  estihiate  a  Tractarian  *•  CeLien&V^^Good^s  Letter  to 
the  Bishop  of  Oxford,  p.  12,  note. 

See  alBo  Paragraphs  131  to  148. 

[And  all  this  while,  all  who  opposed  the  men — who,  according 
to  this  Arank  confession,  were  intrudinff  upon  the  peace  of  the  eon^ 
tented,  and  raising  doubts  in  the  minds  of  the  uneamplaininff,  veanng 
the  Ohurch  with  controversy^  alarming  serious  men,  and  interrupting 
the  established  order  of  things^ — ^were  held  up  as  wanton  disturbers 
of  the  Churches  peace ;  and  all  who  raised  a  warning  voice  as  to 
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the  objects  and  tendencies  of  this  moyement, — which,  it  is  now 
acknowledged,  has  carried  all  within  its  vortex  fi&r,  and  must  carry 
them  further  and  further,  firom  the  principles  of  the  Reformation,— 
were  stigmatized  as  causeless  alannists.] 

FSib  Par.  IM,  in  Chap.  lY. 


f\  Furthtf  speoimeiis  of  the  fapercUiouB  tfeatmeui  ezperienoed  by  iOTenl  of  the 
chief  opponentB  <rf  the  Tzactarian  party,  and  of  the  **  garbied  and  dmnffenwnu 
motaHom**  spoken  of  by  the  BoHor  or  Hibbtou),  will  be  found  in  Appendioea 
Fandl — ^£d. 
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CHAPTER  VIII. 


BULE   OF   FAITH. — 8UFFIGIBNGT  AND   SUPBBMACT  OF  HOLT   BOBXmMM^' 
TRADITION.— -THE   FATHEBB.— ANTIQUITT. 


WiMON,  Bishop  op  Calcutta. — 1838. 

4.  I  jBelect  as  a  specimen  of  the  whole  system,  and  what  fonns  its 
basis,  so  far  as  I  can  understand  it  from  the  yarious  publications 
which  have  reached  me,  the  following  passage  from  the  able, 
learned,  and  accomplished  author  of  the  Sermon  on  Tradition ; 
for  it  is  not  necessary  to  disparage,  in  the  slightest  degree,  the  high 
endowments  of  the  leaders  in  this  new  way.* 

**  With  relation  to  the  supreme  authority  of  inspired  Scripture,"  says  the 
Professor  of  Poetry.f  "it  stands  thus — Catholic  Tradition  teaches  revealed 
truth.  Scripture  proves  it ;  Scripture  is  the  document  of  fidth.  Tradition  the 
witness  of  it ;  the  true  creed  is  the  Catholic  interpretation  of  Scripture,  or 
Scripturally-proved  Tradition  ;  Scripture  by  itself  teacnes  mediately,  and  proves 
dedsivoly;  Scripture  and  Tradition,  taken  together,  are  the  joint  Bnle  of 
Faith.-J 

5.  So  then,  Tradition  is  the  primary,  and  Holy  Scripture  the 
secondary  teacher  of  Diyine  Truth ;  so  then  we  are  to  search  the 
inspired  Word  of  Ood,  not  as  the  one  authoritatiye,  adequate  Rule 
of  Faith,  but  as  the  document  of  what  this  Tradition  teaches ;  we 
are  to  stud^  the  Scriptures,  not  in  order  to  ascertain  simply  God^s 
reyealed  will,  but  to  proye  Tradition  by  Scriptural  eyidence ;  and 
the  standard  of  reyelation  is  no  longer  the  Bible  alone — ^that  is,  the 
inspired  Word  of  the  Eternal  God  in  its  plain  and  obyious  meaning, 
but  "  Scripture  and  Tradition  taken  together  are  the  joint  Rule  of 
Faith.^ 

6.  All  this  is  surely  sufficiently  alarming ;  but  it  becomes  incom- 
parably more  so,  when  we  learn  with  what  latitude  the  word 
Tradition  is  understood.  It  includes,  as  we  gather  from  the  other 
repeated  statements  of  the  learned  author,  ^'  unwritten  as  well  as 

*  **  Who  would  ever  thhik  of  disparagiog  the  fkr  higher  attainments  of  those  who 
went  the  whole  lenstli  of  the  principles  now  reasserted— Thomas  k  Kempis,  Fnm^ois 
de  Sales,  Pascal,  Nicole,  Fenelon,  Qnesnel,  Bossuet,  Bourdaioue,  Maasillon,  and 
a  host  of  others?** 

4*  Mr.  Keble,  Professor  of  Poetry  in  the  UniTersity  of  Oxford. 

i  Catena  Patnmii  in  Appendix  of  Sermon  on  Pzimitire  Tradition,  3d  edition, 
1837.  p.  2. 
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written^  Traditions,  "  certain  remains  or  frasfments  of  the  treasure 
of  Apostolical  Doctrines  and  Church  rules  ;^  in  other  words,  an 
oral  law,  *^  independent  of,  and  distinct  from  the  truths  which  are 
directly  Scriptural  ;^  which  Traditions  are  to  be  received  *'  apart 
from  all  Scripture  evidence,  as  traditionary  or  common  laws  Eccle- 
aiastical.^*     So  that  it  appears  that  Scsiptuiib,  and  uNwarrxEN  as 

WSLL  AS  WUTTKN   TBADmON  ARB,  TAKXN   TOOETHBR,  THE  JOINT  BuLE 

OF  Faith. 
7.  I  appeal  to  you.  Reverend  Brethren,  whether  we  have  not 

*  This  is  80  important  a  point,  that  I  have  been  careful  not  to  adranee  it  without 
orerwheliiiiiig  proot  The  following  extracte  even  from  this  Sermon  will,  I  think, 
■ii£Soe:« 

**  Yet  most  it  not  be  owned,  on  &ir  consideration,  that  Timothy^  deposit  did  com- 
prise matter  independent  of,  and  distinct  from,  the  truths  that  are  directly  Scriptural  ;** 
•^**  of  wUefa,  wfaaterer  portion  we  can  prove  to  be  still  remaining,  ought  to  be  re- 
lifioiisly  guarded  by  us,  even  for  the  same  reason  that  we  reverence  aud  retain  that 
wmch  is  more  properly  Scriptural,  both  being  portions  of  the  same  Divine  treasure.** 
.-P.SL 

**  Do  they  not  (Tertullian,  fte.)  employ  Church  Tradition  as  parallel  to  Scripture, 
not  as  derived  from  it?  and  consequently  as  fixing  the  interpretation  of  disputed 
texts,  not  simply  bv  the  judgment  of  the  Church,  but  by  authoritv  of  that  Holy 
Bpirit  which  inspired  the  oral  teaching  itself,  of  whidi  such  Tradition  k  the  record  ?" 

^  Now  that  it  has  pleased  our  gracious  God  to  bestow  on  us,  over  and  above,  the 
use  of  His  written  WorcL  can  we  be  justified  in  slighting  the  original  gift** — 
Tntdition— ^  <m  pretence  of  being  able  to  do  without  it  ?**— p.  26. 

"  If  we  will  be  impartial,  we  cannot  hide  it  from  ourselves,  that  His  unwritten 
Word,  if  it  can  be  anv  how  authenticated,  must  necessarily  demand  the  same 
rererenee  from  us ;  and  for  exactly  the  same  reason :  because  it  is  His  Word.** — p.  26. 

'^  It  is  aa  an  unwritten  sjrstem  which  the  holy  writers  spoke  of,  when  they  so  earnestly 
reoommended  *the  deposit,'  'the  commandment,'  the  'word  heard  from  the  begin- 
nine,*  to  the  reverential  care  both  of  Pastors  and  of  all  Christian  people.** — p.  31. 

''As  it  is,  by  the  mcious  Providence  of  Almiehty  God,  the  points  of  Catholic 
consent,  known  by  Tradition,  constitute  the  knots  ana  ties  of  the  whole  system.** — p.  41. 

"So  long,  the  mere  fact  of  its**  (a  statement  or  precept)  "not  being  contained 
in  Scripture  cannot  be  felt  as  a  justification  for  casting  it  aside,  any  more  than 
we  should  venture  to  disparage  it  on  account  of  its  not  being  rev«Ued  in  any  par- 
ticular book  of  Scripture  whidi  we  might  hi^pen  to  value  above  the  rest  Although 
not  in  Scriptnre,  it  may  yet  be  a  part  of  their  rule,  eonoeming  whom  the  Son  of  God 
Itts  declared,  'He  that  honoureth  you,  honoureUi  me;  and  he  that  despiseth  you, 
demiseth  me.**—^*  32. 

''The  Chorch  pvactioes  and  rules  above  mentioned,  and  several  others,  ought,  we 
contend,  apart  from  all  Scripture  evidence,  to  be  received  as  Traditionary  or  common 
laws  Ecclesiastical.**— p.  33. 

"  Where,  ezo»t  in  the  primitive  Litui^^es,  a  main  branch  of  that  Tradition,  can  we 
find  asBuranoe  that,  in  the  Holy  Euehanst,  we  consecrate  as  the  Apostles  did,  and 
eonBeqnentlj  that  the  cup  of  blessing  which  we  bless  is  the  Communion  of  the  Blood 
of  Christ,  and  the  Biead  which  we  break,  the  Communion  of  the  Body  of  Christ?** 

^  On  the  other  hand,  is  there  not  reason  to  fear  that  the  Holy  Scriptures  them- 
selves are  last  loomg  reverence,  through  the  resolute  defiance  of  Tradition,  which 
■ome  alleet,  in  conformity,  as  they  suppose,  with  the  maxim,  that  the  Bible  only  is  the 
religion  of  the  Proteatanti  ?**— p.  46. 

"  But  aeknowledffing  Scrij»ture  as  the  written  charter,  and  Tradition  as  the  common 
hnr,  whereby  both  ttie  validity  and  practical  meaning  of  that  Charter  is  ascertained,** 
the  Chureh  "venerates  botn  as  inseparable  members  of  one  great  providential 
eystem.*'-.p;  74. 

"  Somewhat  of  this  error  appears  to  lurk  in  those  minds,  which  reject  the  notion  of 
a  Eule  of  Faith  made  i^  of  Seripture  and  Tradition  together,  on  the  ground  that 
Scripture  is  inlsliible.  Tradition  mereljr  historical.  They  appear  to  reason  as  if  there 
could  be  no  Faith  without  demonstnUive  iniallible  evidence.**^p.  82. 

N    2 
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here  a  totally  false  principle  asserted  as  to  the  Rule  of  Faith.  I 
appeal  to  you,  whether  the  yery  reading  of  this  statement  is  not 
enough  to  condemn  it.^  I  appeal  to  you,  whether  the  blessed  and 
all-perfect  Book  of  Ood  is  not  thus  depressed  into  a  kind  of  attend- 
ant and  expositor  of  Tradition.  I  appeal  to  you,  whether  this  is 
not  to  magnify  the  comments  of  men  above  the  inspired  words  of 
the  Holy  Ghost.  I  appeal  to  you,  whether  this  is  not  to  make 
Tradition  an  integral  part  of  the  Canon  of  Faith,  and  so  to  under- 
mine the  whole  fabric  of  the  Reformation,  or  rather  of  "  the  glorious 
Gospel  of  the  blessed  God,^  which  that  Reformation  vindicated 
and  affirmed.-|- 

8.  I  am  as  far  as  possible  from  supposing  that  the  various  pious 
and  learned  authors,  to  whose  sentiments,  and  especially  one  of 
them,  I  am  alluding,  have  any  such  intention.  I  am  sure  they 
have  not.  But  the  tendency  of  the  system  is  not,  in  my  view,  the 
less  dangerous.  Such  will,  and  must  be,  I  think,  the  general  effect 
of  its  diffusion  amongst  a  multitude  of  young  Divinity  students, 
with  comparatively  little  experience,  and  too  apt  to  follow  the  new 
theories  of  popular  and  distinguished  persons. 

9.  And  wherefore  this  deviation  from  our  old  Protestant  Doc- 
trine and  language ;  why  this  false  principle ;  wh^  this  new 
school,  as  it  were,  of  Divinity !  Ancient  testimony,  m  its  proper 
place,  who  had  undervalued!  The  dignity  and  grace  of  the 
Sacraments,  who  had  denied  ?  The  study  of  primitive  Antiquity, 
who  had  renounced  i  The  witness  of  the  early  Fathers,  who  had 
disparaged  i  Wherefore  weaken,  then,  by  pushing  beyond  its  due 
bearing,  the  argument  which  all  writers  of  credit  in  our  Ohurch 
had  delighted  to  acknowledge ! 

10.  The  testimony  of  the  Apostolical  and  primitive  ages,  for 
example,  to  the  genuineness,  authenticity,  and  Divine  inspiration 
of  the  Canonical  Books  of  the  New  Testament,  as  of  the  Jewish 
Church  to  those  of  the  Old,  who  had  called  in  question  !  Or  who 
had  doubted  the  incalculable  importance  of  the  witness  of  the 
universal  ancient  Church,  at  the  Council  of  Nice,  to  the  broad  fact 
of  the  faith  of  the  whole  Christian  world,  from  the  days  of  the 

*  What  Protestant  would  not  at  once,  and  withont  waiting  for  detailed  amrnent^ 
refute  tibia  eonfeeaion,  and  say,  on  the  contraiy— '*  Scripture  teaches  revealea  truth ; 
Catholic  written  l^mdition  is  a  Taluable,  but  iallible  ^loa  and  interpretation  of  it ; 
Scripture  is  the  document  of  Faith,  Tradition  ia  the  witness  to  certain  facts  connected 
with  i^  and  to  the  meaning  of  certain  passages  in  its  inspired  records.  The  true 
creed  is  the  Holy  Scriptures  rightly  understood.  Scripture  by  itself  teaches  imme- 
diately, and  proves  condusiTel^.  Tradition  proTes  negativelv  where  Scripture  is 
silent,  and  teaches  mediately  and  subordinately.  Scripture  alone  is  the  sole  and 
adequate  Rule  of  Faith.** 

f  *^  How  nearly  the  above  scheme  approaches  to  a  part  of  the  Doctrine  of  the  Church 
of  Rome,  may  be  judged  of  from  the  utnguage  of  the  too-celebrated  Dens.  '  Sacred 
Scripture,*  he  says, '  is  not  authentic  with  us,  except  through  the  Tradition  and  Doctrine 
of  the  Church.*  *  The  legitimate  sense  of  Scripture  is  discovered  through  Tradition.* 
'  The  true  sense  of  S<aipture  is  to  be  borrowed  from  the  Doctrine  of  the  Fathers.'— 
J)en9,  torn*  ii.,  pp.  106, 107.  cited  in  the  Souih  Indian  ChfisHan  Jtepontorp,  vol.  iL, 
No.  a." 
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Apostles,  to  that  hoar,  in  the  mysteries  of  the  adorable  Trinity, 
and  of  the  Incarnation,  as  there  rehearsed  and  recognised  i*  Or, 
who  had  called  in  question  the  other  matters  of  fact  which  are 
strengthened  by  Christian  Antiquity — ^as  the  Divine  authority  and 
perpetual  obligation  of  the  Lord's  Day — the  institution  and  per- 
petuity of  the  two,  and  only  two.  Christian  Sacraments — ^the 
right  of  the  infants  of  the  faithful  to  the  blessings  of  holy  Baptism 
— the  Apostolical  usage  of  Confirmation — the  permanent  separation 
of  a  body  of  men  for  sacred  services — the  duty  of  willing  reve- 
rence from  the  people  for  them — the  threefold  rank  of  Ministers  in 
Christ^s  Church — the  use   of   Liturgies — the  observation  of  the 

*  '^See  whtA  iV^  (Primitive  Tradition)  '*  comes  to  in  this  ease  of  the  Nioene  Creed. 
Had  the  interpretation  and  anathema  therein  contained  been  merely  the  deliberate 
judgment  of  the  three  hundred  Bishops^  undoubtedly  thia  would  have  been  a  very 
material  fiict ;  more  material,  perhaps,  considering  all  things,  than  the  like  assent  at 
any  other  time :  still  the  whole  would  have  been  matter,  not  of  testimony,  but  of 
opmion,  and  could  not  have  proved,  in  any  sense,  an  end  of  controversy.  It  might 
still  be  said,  as  unthinking  people  now  say, '  Why  should  I  submit  my  iudgment  to  tbe 
judgment  of  three  hundred  persons  assembled  at  Nicaaa,  fifteen  hundred  years  ago?* 
However,  aa  the  matter  stands,  we  have  the  full  benefit  of  their  judgment,  (for  the 
remains  of  St.  Athanasius  alone  are  sufficient  to  shew,  that  they  fully  and  critically  ex- 
amined the  Scriptures  on  all  the  disputed  points ;)  and  we  have  moreover  this  greater, 
this  unspeakable  benefit,  that  by  them  has  been  preserved  tbe  irrefragable  testimony  of 
the  Chnrch  to  the  fact,  that  the  Apostles  interpreted  the  Bible  in  uiis  way,  and  held 
their  interpretation  to  be  fundamental  Can  we  any  how  ascertain  the  substance  of  that 
Creed?  The  Council  of  Nicaea  enables  us  to  do  so,  practically  and  efiectually  i  nay, 
infikllibly.  For  the  fact  to  which  the  three  hundred  prelates  bare  witness,  was  one  in 
which  they  could  neither  be  deceived  themselves,  nor  be  able  to  deceive  others.  They 
must  hare  known  each  one  of  them  the  Baptisnial  Creed  of  his  own  Church,  and  the 
interpretation  of  it  there  commonly  received,  and  professed  by  himself  in  lus  letters 
oommunicatoiy,  when  he  first  entered  on  his  Episcopate.  They  could  not  therefore 
be  deceived  tnemaelves,  neither  could  thev  deceive  others ;  for,  (not  to  dwell  on  the 
evidence  of  sincerity  which  many  of  them  had  given,  and  some  afterwards  gave  again, 
by  enduring  pain  and  privations  for  the  Grospers  sake,)  every  Christian  must  have 
known  his  Baptismal  Creed,  and  every  Bishop  must  have  known  what  letters  commu- 
nicatory he  hM  received  from  his  newlv-ordained  brethren.  Moreover,  their  testimony 
ranges  iar  beyond  those  who  are  actually  present  in  CounciL  They  were  in  the  nature 
of  a  representative  body ;  and  it  may  be  remarked  by  the  way,  that  the  Church 
CouneilB  are  perhaps  the  first  decided  instances  in  the  world*8  history  of  the  adoption 
of  that  mode  of  government.  The  three  hundred  and  eighteen  were  but  so  man^  out 
of  the  eighteen  hundred  prelates  of  the  Roman  world,  whom  circumstances  |>ermitted 
to  be  present  at  the  Council ;  and  their  decisions  were  scrupulously  communicated  to 
their  absent  brethren,  and  formally  approved  by  them,  with  very  triflinff  exceptions. 
Any  suspicion  which  might  arise,  of  the  proeeedmgs  having  been  tainted  by  political 
influence,  is  sufficiently  obviated  by  what  remains  of  Constantine^s  own  correspondence 
at  the  time.  Whether  from  ignorance,  he  being  vet  a  Catechumen  and  recent  con- 
vert, or  from  the  habit  of  lookmg  at  all  things  with  the  eye  of  a  mere  statesman,  or 
from  whatever  reason,  he  was  far  indeed  from  entering  into  the  views  of  St.  Athanasius 
and  those  who  acted  with  him.  The  agreement,  therefore,  among  the  Bishops  was  in 
no  sort  the  result  of  state  influence ;  it  can  only  be  explained  by  tbe  fact,  that  such 
was  in  reality  the  tenor  of  the  traditional  confessions  of  their  several  Churdies. 

**  Now  such  a  harmony  of  statements  all  over  the  world,  even  beyond  the  limits  of 
the  Roman  empire,  (for  the  Indians,  too,  are  mentioned  as  allowing  the  Creed,)  admits 
of  no  account  but  a  common  origin,  and  that  common  origin  can  only  be  the  first 
Gospel,  as  it  was  every  where  preached  by  Apostles  and  Apostolical  men.  It  is,  in 
fact,  a  complete  instance  of  successful  application  of  the  triple  test  of  Yinceutius.  The 
'  uiique^  is  insured  by  the  Council  representing  all  Churcnes ;  the  *  semper*  in  each 
Chnrch,  by  the  succession  of  Bishops,  each  receiving  tlie  Creed,  as  a  trust,  at  his 
consecration  ;  the  *  ab  omnilnu,^  by  the  like-delivery  of  the  same  Creed  to  every 
Christian  at  his  Baptism.^* — Notes  on  Sermon  on  TracUtuniy  pp.  142 — 140. 
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festiyals  of  our  Lord's  birth,  resarreetion,  ascension,  and  gift  of  the 
Holy  Ghost — with  similar  points.  To  which  may  be  added,  their 
important  negative  testimony  to  the  non*existence  of  any  one  of 
the  peculiar  Doctrines  and  claims  of  the  modem  Court  and  Church 
of  Borne.*  These,  and  similar  facts,  we  rejoice  to  acknowledge, 
as  fortified  by  pure  and  uncorrupted  primitive  Tradition  or 
testimony. 

11.  We  rejoice  also  to  receive,  with  our  own  Protestant  Be- 
formed  Church,  the  universal  witness  of  the  Catholic  Fathers  and 
ancient  Bishops,  expressed  in  the  three  Creeds,  as  a  most  important 
method  of  guarding  the  words  of  Bevelation  from  the  artful  am- 
biguities of  heretics,  and  as  rules  and  terms  of  communion;  iust  as 
we  acknowledge  our  modern  Articles,  Liturgy,  and  Homilies  for 
the  same  purpose.  We  rejoice  again  in  tracing  back  almost  the 
whole  of  our  most  sublime  and  scriptural  Liturgy  to  a  far  higher 
period  than  the  rise  of  Popery — to  the  primitive  ages  of  the  Church 
in  our  own  and  every  other  Christian  country.  We  thus  admit, 
in  its  fullest  sense,  for  its  proper  ends,  the  rule  of  Vincentius 
Lirinensis — "  Quod  semper^  quod  ah  omnibw^  quod  ubique^  traditum 
estr 

12.  And  we  receive  such  Tradition  for  this  one  reason — ^because 
it  deserves  the  name  of  just  and  proper  bvidencb.  It  is  authentic 
testimony.  It  is  a  part  of  the  materials  from  which  even  the 
external  evidences  of  Christianity  itself  are  derived.  It  furnishes 
the  most  powerful  historical  arguments  in  support  of  our  Faith.  It 
is  amongst  the  proofs  of  our  holy  religion. 

13.  But  evidence  is  one  thing ;  the  rule  of  belief  another.  Not 
for  one  moment  do  we,  on  any  or  all  these  grounds,  confound  the 
history  and  evidences  of  the  Divinely  inspired  Bule  of  Faith  with 
that  Bule  itself.  Not  for  one  moment  do  we  place  Tradition  on 
the  same  level  with  the  all-perfect  Word  of  God«     Not  for  one 

*  "  If  any  learned  man  of  all  our  adversaries,*^  says  Bishop  Jewel,  '^  or  if  all  the 
learned  men  that  be  alive,  be  able  to  bring  any  one  sufficient  sentence  out  of  any  old 
Catholic  Doctor,  or  Father,  or  oat  of  any  old  General  Council,  or  out  of  the  tioly 
Scriptures  of  God,  or  anv  one  example  of  the  primitive  Church,  whereby  it  may  be 
clearly  and  plainly  proved  that  there  was  any  private  Mass  in  the  whole  world  at  that 
time,  for  the  space  of  six  hundred  years  after  Christ ;  or  that  there  was  then  any 
Communion  ministered  unto  the  people  under  one  kind ;  or  that  the  people  had  their 
Common  Prayers  then  in  a  strange  tongue,  that  they  understood  not ;  or  that  the 
Bishop  of  Rome  was  then  called  an  universal  Bishop,  or  the  head  of  the  Universal 
Church  ;  or  that  the  people  was  then  taught  to  beheve  that  Christ^  Bod^  is  really^ 
substantially,  coiporally,  carnally,  or  natuiully  in  the  Sacrament,  &c ;  that  it  was  then 
lawful  for  the  Pnest  to  pronounce  the  words  of  consecration  closely  and  in  silenee  to 
himself ;  or  that  the  Priest  had  then  authority  to  offer  up  Christ  unto  his  Father  t  or 
to  communicate  and  receive  the  Sacrament  for  another,  as  they  do ;  or  to  apply  the 
virtud  of  Christ^s  death  and  passion  to  any  man  by  means  of  the  Mass ;  or  that  it  was 
then  thought  a  sound  Doctrine  to  teach  the  people  that  the  Mass  ejf-opere  aperato,  that 
is,  even  for  that  it  is  said  and  done,  is  able  to  remove  any  part  of  our  sin,  &C5  &c  f— . 
if  any  one  of  all  our  adversaries  be  able  to  avouch  any  one  of  these  articles,  bv  any 
sufficient  authority  of  Scriptures,  Doctors,  or  Councils,  as  I  have  required  ;  as  I  said 
before,  so  say  I  now  again,  I  am  content  to  yield  unto  him  and  to  subscribe.  But  I 
am  well  assured  that  they  shall  never  be  able  truly  to  allege  one  sentenoe.  And 
because  I  know  it,  therefore  I  speak  it,  lest  ye  haply  should  be  deceived.** 
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nonieiit  do  we  allow  it  any  «hare  in  the  rtandsrd  of  leveftM 
Traill.  Scripture  and  Tradition,  taken  together,  are  not,  we 
reotnre  to  aaeert^  **  the  joint  Rale  of  Faith  C^  but  "  H0I7  Seripture 
contftinetb  all  things  necessary  to  Salvation ;  so  that  whatsoever  is 
not  read  therein,  nor  may  be  proved  thereby,  is  not  to  be  required 
of  any  man,  that  it  should  be  believed  as  an  Article  of  Faith.^ 
And  Tradition  is  00  fiur  from  being  of  co-ordinate  authority,  that 
even  the  Ecclesiaetieal  writers  who  approach  the  nearest  to  them, 
and  are  read  in  our  Churohes-^which  not  one  of  the  Fathers  ii^^ 
"for  example  of  life,  and  instruction  of  manners^^  are  still,  94 
being  ininspired,  not  to  be  applied  to  establish  any  one  Doctoiji^ 
of  oar  religiOD. 

14.  Agaiast  thie  whole  system,  then,  as  proceeding  upon  ▲  most 
PALSK  AND  DANGEBous  PRiNciPLB,  and  differing  from  the  generally- 
received  Protestant  Doctrine,  I  beg.  Reverend  Brethren,  most 
respectfnlly  to  caution  you.  I  enter  my  solemn  protest  against  tiie 
testimony  of  the  Fathers  to  any  number  of  facts  bein^  eonstitnted 
a  ^' joint  Rule  of  FaitL*"  I  protest  against  their  witness  to  the 
meaning  of  certain  capital  series  of  texts  on  the  fondamental 
truths  of  the  Qospel  being  entitled  to  the  reverence  only  due  to  the 
authoritative  Revelation  itself  I  protest  against  the  salutary  use 
made  of  the  testiuMHiy  of  primitive  writers  by  our  Church,  as  a 
safeguard  agatost  heresy  and  an  expression  of  her  view  of  the  sense 
of  the  Holy  Scriptures,  being  placed  on  a  level  with  the  blessed 
Seriptoree  themselves  ( — that  is,  I  pbotest  against  a  mbb«  Rvls  ot 
Communion  bbing  made  a  Rule  of  Fafih. 

15.  *^  Stand  jfast,*^  therefore,  Reverend  Brethren,  ^  in  the  liberty 
wherewith  Christ  hath  made  you  free,^^  if  I  may  adapt  to  such  a 
subject  the  admonition  of  the  great  Apostle  of  the  Gentiles,  '^and 
be  not  entangled  again  with  the  yoke  of  bondage.^  Keep  close,  I 
affectionately  entreat  you,  to  the  Holy  Scriptures,  according  to 
your  ordination  vows.  Venerate,  study,  magnify,  consult,  preach 
the  revealed  will  of  €K)d,  ^'  not  in  the  words  which  man^s  wisdom 
teacheth,  but  which  the  Holy  Ghost  teacheth.^'  Remember,  you 
have  in  the  Holy  Scriptures,  as  I  venture  to  believe,  the  entire 
depoaitum  fidei — rifv  xaXify  irapaxarad'j/crjv — that  same  good  and 
noble  deposit  of  the  Faith  which  was  committed  to  Timothy — ^to 
goard  yourselves,  and  to  hand  down  to  the  next  age.  Remember, 
that  the  piety  of  a  new  way  scarcely  survives  its  first  inventonf, 
however  able,  devout,  ot  well-intentioned  they  may  be ;  but  loses 
most  of  its  redeeming  qualities,  and  acquires  dangerous  ones  at 
^h  remove.  Remember,  that  what  is  Tradition  impregnated 
^th  will-worship  to-day,  is  superstition  and  spiritual  death  to- 
morrow. Remember  how  easy  it  is,  through  the  corruption  of  the 
human  heart,  to  rear  on  the  same  foundation  of  Christ  Jesus, 
"wood,  hay,  stubble;^  as  well  as  "gold,  silver,  and  precious 
stones.'"  Remember,  that  this  is  amongst  the  very  class  of  evils 
ftgainat  which  St.  Paul  so  earnestly  warns  his  young  and  pious 
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Bishops,  Timothy  and  Titos— fitbles,  genealogies,  oppositions  of 
false-named  science,  logomachies,  and  other  human  inyentions, 
which  '*  minister  questions,  rather  than  godly  edifying,  which  is  in 
faith.^  Remember  how  insidiously,  but  surely,  the  Traditions  of 
men,  if  once  laid  as  a  foundation,  or  part  foundation  of  fiutb, 
"  make  void  the  Word  of  God'' — as  the  evils  which  were  produced 
by  the  oral  law  of  the  Jews,  by  the  commandments  of  men  brought 
in  by  the  Pharisees  at  the  time  of  our  Lord,  and  by  that  mass  of 
Traditions  in  the  Church  of  Rome,  under  which  the  Gbspel  has 
been  buried,  and  almost  lost  for  twelve  centuries,  sufficiently  prove. 
Remember,  above  all,  that  unauthorized,  or  over-urged  human 
observances  and  Traditions  are  always  found  to  sap  the  foundation 
of  a  penitent  sinner's  hope  in  the  alone  Satisfaction  and  Atonement 
of  Christ. 

16.  Yes;  you  may  rely  upon  it,  Reverend  Brethren,  that  this 
'*  joint  Rule  of  Faith  will  never  long  consist  with  the  simplicity  of 
the  Gospel.  I  speak  with  fear  and  apprehension,  lest  I  should,  in 
the  least  degree,  overstate  the  case.  I  suspect  not-^I  repeat,  I 
suspect  not — the  Reverend  and  learned  Leaders,  of  the  least 
intention  or  idea  of  forwarding  the  process,  which  I  think  is  in 
fact  going  on.     But  the  plague  is  begun.    A  faisb  pbinciple  is 
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17.  Already  an  amplitude  is  given,  as  we  have  seen,  to  the  word 
Tradition,  which  may  include  any  thing  and  every  thing,  and  there* 
fore  justly  awakens  our  increased  alarm.*  Already  teste  of  inspired 

*  The  wisdom  and  moderation  of  Bishop  MroDLBTON  on  this  sabject  are  worthy  of 
all  praise : — **  The  Christian  Clergy  in  the  primitive  ages  were  plaoed,**  he  obsenres, 
*'in  circumstances  not  essentially  different  from  yonr  own:  they  were  often  the 
Pastors  of  yer^  small  flocks  surronnded  by  Pagans,  with  whom  they  were  obliged  to 
have  frequent  intercourse,  and  towards  whom  to  observe  the  greatest  circumspection : 
and  many  of  the  earlier  Canons  and  Constitutions  were  framed  expressly  with  a  view 
to  this  state  of  things.  You  cannot  suppose  me  to  ascribe  to  them  any  authority, 
where  they^  have  not  been  adopted  bv  our  Church  ;  but  as  they  were  the  dictates  of 
primitive  piety  and  of  practical  expenenoe,  in  situations  often  analogous  to  your  own. 
I  cannot  but  be  of  opinion  that  die  study  of  them,  as  well  as  of  the  manners  and 
habits  of  the  first  Christians,  and  especially  of  the  Clergy,  may  be  recommended  as  an 
appropriate  employment  of  your  leisure.  **->Bishop  Middlston*8  Chargeiy  p.  169. 

In  like  manner,  Mr.  Fabkr,  in  his  late  Treatise  on  Jtut^fioaHon : — <*  Against  the 
Romanist,  the  Church  of  England  confines  the  testimony  of  tiie  ancients  to  the  bare 
interpretation  of  Scripture:  rejecting  all  pretended  Tradition,  whether  written  or  oral, 
which  purports  to  be  an  ApostoliciS  deposit,  independent  of,  and  distinct  frt>m  Scrip- 
ture, and  which  propounds  a  body  of  Doctrines  that  Scripture  no  where  recognises 
and  no  where  teachee."-.p.  28. 

**  The  moment  a  Doctrme  b  offered  to  us,  which  cannot  be  found  written  in  Scrip- 
ture^ and  which  stands  upon  a  foundation  distinct  from,  and  independent  of  Scripture, 
even  though  it  may  boldly  claim  to  be  part  and  parcel  of  a  body  of  truth  and  duty, 
contained,  not  indeed  in  Scripture,  but  in  St  Paul*s  good  deposit  with  Timothy; 
a  deposit  which^  if  not,  as  is  most  likely,  sufficiently  committed  to  writing  in  the  later 
canonical  books  of  the  New  Testament,  must  now,  I  fear,  be  sought  in  that  lunar 
region  of  the  great  Italian  poet,  where  all  things  lost  upon  earth  may  assuredljr  be 
found :  the  moment  a  Doctrine  thus  circumstanced  is  offered  to  us,  that  Doctrine, 
whatever  show  of  evidence  in  its  favour  may  be  adduced  from  some  certain  of  the 
Fathers,  we  are,  by  our  truly  sound  and  Apostolic  Church,  called  upon  to  reject,  as 
a  mere  fond  additament,  fabricated,  at  a  later  period,  by  fallible  mortals." — Fabrr^ 
p.  40. 
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Scripture  are  weakened  or  contracted  to  the  narrowest  and  most 
doubtful  sense.*  Already  are  expressions  dropped  on  the  subject  of 
the  Holy  Eucharist,  to  which  our  ears  are  unaccustomed.-f-  Already 
are  the  idolatries  and  abominations  of  the  Church  of  Bome  spoken 
of  in  these  yery  books  and  tracts  of  controyersy,  with  far  too  much 
tendemess4  Already  are  Tradition  and  the  Church  too  promi- 
nently brought  forward,  and  Christ  and  the  Justification  through 
His  blood  and  the  Sanctification  of  His  Spirit  too  little  insisted  on; 
whilst  a  feebler  language  is  employed  on  these  and  other  great 
Doctrines  of  the  Gospel  eyen  when  they  are  introduced.§  Already  ' 
are  some  rather  lowering  intimations  giyen,  not  intentionally,  I  am 
sure,  but  conyeying  the  impression  to  the  ordinary  reader,  con- 
cerning our  Articles  and  Homilies.  Already  are  appeals  made  to 
documents  which  were  superseded  by  the  more  purely  eyangelical 
formularies  of  our  present  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  with  its 
Articles  and  Homilies,  at  the  definitiye  settlement  of  our  Beformed 
Church;  and  a  desire,  not  obscurely  expressed,  that  our  Refor- 
mation had  retained  more  of  the  Traditionary  model.|| 
See  also  Pan.  IS,  19^  in  Chap.  XXV. 

*  ''The  'good  confeBrion  made  by  Timothy/  can  only  mean  the  Apoetlee*  Creed, 
-or  some  coiresponding  formula  recited  at  Baptism. **».Sermon  on  Tradition,  ^.  16. 

**  The  '  gooa  thing  committed  *  to  Timothy  was, '  the  treasure  of  Apostohcal  Doc- 
trines and  Church  Kules,* — ^the  perfect  Apostolical  body  of  government,  Doctrine,  and 
Sacramental  grace.*  **— pp.  20l-42. 

^  'This  is  a  faithful  saying,*  is  an  expression  indicating  a  Christian  proyerb.**«-.p.  14. 

"  Ancient  Catholic  Tx«dition  sets  the  Church*s  seal,  as  it  were,  upon  one  amons 
many  possible  expositions,  as  that  Melchisedec*s  feast  is  a  type  of  the  blessed 
£achamt**_p.  36. 

"  The  '  Holy  Ghost  dwelling  in  us,* '  can  only  be  Apostolical  or  Episcopal  grace  ;* 
the  treasure  of  sound  Doctrine  was  to  be  guarded  by  the  grace  of  the  Apostolical 
Succesrion.**— pp.  42,  43. 

" '  It  is  the  Spirit  that  beareth  witness,  because  the  Spirit  is  truth  ;*  or '  the  truth,* 
that  which  causes  the  reality  and  substance  of  the  Sacraments,  and  hinders  them  from 
being  mere  signs  or  shadows.'* — p.  94. 

f  "'The  oblation  and  consecration  of  the  Eucharist.*  'Its  virtue  as  a  com- 
memoratire  sacrifice.*  Its  being  '  a  real,  life-giving  miracle,*  including  a  *  mystical, 
spiritual,  true,  and  positive  presence  of  Christ*B  blessed  Body  and  Blood,*  and  being  of 
a '  thoroughly  mysterious  nature  both  in  Scripture  and  Traaition.* "— p*  47* 

t  "  So  It  is,  however,  that  either  from  impatience  of  authority,  or  dislike  of  trouble, 
or  excessive  dread  of  Romish  error,  TracQtion  has  become,  to  most  of  us,  an  un- 
paJa;table  word,  without  confounding  their  provinces,  or  opposing  them  to  each  other, 
in  the  manner  of  modem  Rome.** — p.  74.  P.  S.  3d. 

§  Vide  the  whole  of  the  publications  of  these  authors,  not  excepting  the  Sermon  on 
Tradition. 

II  "  Is  it  not  from  some  impression  of  this  kind,  that  among  the  persons  who  are 
most  averse  to  Tradition,  on  this  express  ground,  that  they  require  things  to  be 
distinct  and  certain,  are  those  who  would  tie  us  down  most  strictly  to  the  very  letter  of 
the  Homiliee ;  although  it  is  most  clear  from  the  wording  of  the  36th  Article,  that  the 
recommendation  of  them  to  the  Church  by  authority  was  but  general  as  to  their 
substance,  and  bore  express  reference  to  that  particular  time.  Nay,  and  the  matter 
has  been  carried  so  far  as  to  demand  reiection  at  the  hands  of  the  Clergy,  of  all  that 
is  (not  "inconsistent  with,**  but)  unauthorized  by  the  Thirty-nine  Articles :  as  if  the 
Articles  were  either  a  Rule  of  Faith,  or  a  complete  system  of  Theology :  as  if  they 
were  in  any  sense  conditions  of  Lay  Communion  ;  as  if  the  Liturgy  added  nothing  to 
the  declaration  of  the  mind  of  the  Church  of  England  ;  or  as  if,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
were  impossible  to  urge  any  thing  as  vitally  important,  without  setting  it  forth  as 
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20.  In  the  mean  time,  my  own  dntj  has  led  me  to  aabmit  theea 
remarks  to  you,  my  Reverend  Brethren,  in  this  Diocese*  Over  oar 
Indian  Church  I  am  ^^  jealous  with  a  godly  jealousy.^*  Our  feeble 
native  converts  excite  my  especial  regard.  I  fear  ^Mest  as  the 
Serpent  beguiled  Eve  through  his  subtlety,  so  their  minds  should  be 
corrupted  from  the  simplicity  that  is  in  Christ.^  Let  the  example 
of  the  Jesuits  in  Ghina  and  Japan,  my  Missionary  Brethren,— 4et 
the  immediate  proof  that  lies  before  you  in  the  degenerating 
tendency  of  a  religion  based  on  Tradition,  in  the  csuse  of  our  Indo- 

a  formal  oondition  of  Chozdi  Comnranioii,  imj,  fnren  of  final  salvmftkm,**— £#mwf>  on 
Tradition^  p.  86. 

In  answer  to  this,  it  may,  perbaps^be  best  to  refer  to  the  Primitiye  Liturgies,  and  to 
that  of  our  own  Church,  as  it  was  orignally  formed  from  them  in  the  Sn/L  Prayer 
Book  of  Edward  VI^P.  dl.  P.  S.  3d  edit  .  .  .  "The  fint  Prayer  Book  of  King 
Edward  VI.  durected  Consecration  to  be  made  as  follows:  'Hear  us,  O  mercyfuU 
Father,  we  beseech  thee,  and  with  thy  Holy  Spirit  and  Word  vouchsafe  to  bless  and 
sanctify  these  thy  gifts  and  creatures  of  Bread  and  Wine,  that  they  may  be  unto  na 
the  Body  and  Blo<^  of  thy  meet  dearly  bdored  Son  Jesos  Christ ;  who  in  the  same 
mieht,*  &c.  (as  in  our  present  Service.)  So  far  is  the  teaching  of  Tradition,  on  this 
pomt,  from  neglecting  to  honour  the  Giver  of  life  in  the  Sacrament  of  eternal  life.^-^ 
**  On  the  contrary,  it  may  be  thought,  that  if  drcumatanoes  had  permitted  this  part  of 
the  Ancient  Service  to  be  retained,  communicants  would  have  been  so  much  the  more 
effectually  tausht  to  give-gloiy  to  the  blessed  Spirit,  not  only  by  the  tenor  of  the 
Litur^  itself,  but  also  by  tne  light  which  it  would  have  thrown  on  certain  passa^  of 
Holy  writ,  which,  as  things  are,  they  hardly  iinderBtand  to  refer  to  the  Communion  at 
all ;  such  (e,g.)  as  where  the  Corinthians  are  reminded,  <  hy  one  Spirit  ye  have  been 
all  baptised  into  one  Body,— and  ye  have  been  all  made  to  drink  into  one  SfHrit.*  **-^ 
pp.  92,  93.    .    .  .    Not  that  they  would  entirely  shut  out  the  hope  of  improve- 

ment in  many  respects ;  thankfully  as  they  own  that  Gk>d  has  preserved  to  us  all 
things  on  which  the  being  of  a  Church  depends,  they  yet  feel  that  maoh  is  wanting,-., 
more,  probably,  than  can  ever  be  supplied) — of  the  perfect  order  and  harmonv  of  the 
Apostolic  age.  Nor  do  they  feel  it  any  breach  of  fidelity  to  the  Church  of  England, 
to  join  in  the  confession  of  one,  on  whom  she  has  ever  prided  herself,  ss  among  her 
truest  children  and  ehiefest  ornaments. 

'  The  second  Temple  coald  not  reach  the  fint, 
■  \  Refer 


And  the  late  Reformation  never  dont 
Compare  with  ancient  times  sad  purer  yaai 
But,  in  the  Church  and  ns,  deserreth  tean. 
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As  these  sheets  were  pasring  through  the  press,  December,  1838,  some  eztraets  from 
the  Remains  of  the  Rev.  R.  U.  Froude,  Fellow  of  Oriel  College,  Oxford,  have  cauffht 
my  eye.  I  give  a  specimen  of  the  lengths  to  which  this  able  and  pious  man  eame» 
the  principles  of  the  Traditionary  School  \-^ 

"  You  will  be  shocked  at  my  avowal  that  I  am  everr  day  beeoming  a  less  and  les» 
loyal  son  of  the  Reformation.  It  appears  to  me  plain,  that  in  all  matters  which  seem  to 
be  indifferent  or  even  doubtful,  we  should  conform  our  practices  to  tiioae  of  the 
Church,  which  has  preserved  its  traditionary  nractices  unbroken.  We  cannot  know 
about  any  seemingly  indifferent  practice  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  that  it  is  not  a 
development  of  the  Apostolic  ^s,  and  it  is  to  no  purpose  to  say  tfaiat  we  can  find  no 
proof  of  it  in  the  writings  of  the  six  first  centuries ;  they  must  find  a  cysproof  if  they 
would  do  any  thing." 

*'  I  think  people  are  injudicious  who  talk  against  the  Roman  Catholics  for  worship- 
pinp  Saints,  and  honouring  the  Virgin,  and  Images,  Ac  ;  these  things  may,  pnriMipo, 
be  idolatrous  ;  I  cannot  make  up  my  mind  about  it.** 

^*  Your  trumpery  principle  about  Scripture  being  the  sole  Rule  of  Faith  in 
fundamentals  (I  nauseate  the  word,)  is  but  a  mutiUted  edition,  without  the  breadth 
and  axiomatic  character  of  the  originaL'* 

•  The  arms  of  the  See  of  Calcutta,  chosen  by  the  first  Bishop,  will,  I  trust,  never 
be  belied  by  his  successors, — an  unfolded  Biblci  with  the  pastoral  staff  revefently 
pUused,  where  it  ought  to  be^  behind  it. 
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Portuguese  populatioD,^-or  let  your  own  obseryations  on  the 
tenacity  with  which  the  traditions  of  caste,  and  washings,  and 
petty  superstitions,  adhere  to  so  many  in  our  native  flocks, — warn 
you  against  entering  upon  the  fatal  labyrinth. 


33.  And  in  teaching  all  these  truths,  and  guarding  against  the 
abuse  of  them,  avail  yourselves  of  all  the  testimony  to  the  facts, 
and  all  the  hxlps  to  the  just  interpretation  of  Holy  Scripture, 
which  you  can  possibly  reach ;  collect  from  Fathers,  Historians, 
Critics,  Commentators,  Divines,  Scholars,  Travellers,  Poets,  Bio- 
graphers, Natural  Philosophers  of  every  age,  the  whole  body  of 
writers  who  furnish  the  materials  of  sound  criticism ;  amongst 
whom  you  will  pay,  I  am  sure,  an  especial  regard  to  the 
Fathers  of  the  primitive  Church.  A  learned,  as  well  as  pious 
and  laborious  Clergy,  has  ever  been  the  glory  of  our  Anglican 
Church, 

34.  But  to  not  one  of  these  writers,  ancient  or  modem,  concede 
for  an  instant  the  least  share  in  the  Rule  of  Faith.  Stand  firm  on 
the  inspired  Scripture  only,  as  on  an  immovable  rock.  If  you  are 
once  seduced  to  place  one  foot  on  the  quagmire  of  Tradition,  and 
the  other  on  this  Eternal  Bock,  the  consequence  is  inevitable — ^your 
foundation  is  gone.  A  joint  Bulb  of  Faith  is  no  Bulb  at  all. 
Give,  then,  to  the  witnesses  and  writers  of  each  age,  all  reasonable 
weight  and  influence,  but  yield  not  to  them  any  part  of  that  para- 
mount authority  which  appertains  only  to  the  revealed  Word  of 
God.  Use  them  as  advisers;  bow  not  to  them  as  sovereigns. 
Honour  them  as  attendants  around  the  footstool ;  but  allow  them 
not  to  obscure  the  majesty,  or  usurp  the  throne,  of  inspired 
Scripture. 

35.  Let  our  one  Bule  of  Faith,  in  short,  be  that  implied  in  the 
language  of  St.  Paul, — ^*  All  Scripture  is  given  by  inspiration  of 
God ;  and  is  profitable  for  Doctrine,  for  reproof,  for  correction,  for 
instruction  in  righteousness,  that  the  man  of  God  may  be  perfect, 
thoroughly  furnished  unto  all  good  works.""  And  let  our  one 
master  argument  against  Tradition,  as  sharing  in  that  one  Bule  of 
Faith,  be  the  thrilling  caution  of  the  last  of  the  Apostles: — 
**For  I  testify  unto  every  man  that  heareth  the  words  of  the 
prophecy  of  this  book  ;  if  any  man  add  unto  these  things,  God 
shall  add  unto  him  the  plagues  that  are  written  in  this  book.  And 
if  any  man  shall  take  away  from  the  words  of  this  prophecy,  God 
shall  take  away  his  part  out  of  the  Book  of  Life.**^ 

36.  And  let  us  finally  remember,  that  the  grand  blasphemy  of 
the  Pope,  as  the  Head  of  the  Bomish  Church,  is  his  putting  human 
Traditions  in  the  place  of  Almighty  God  speaking  in  Holy  Scripture; 
— ^^  He,  as  God,  sitteth  in  the  temple  of  God,  shewing  himself  that 
he  is  God.^— 2  Thess.  ii.  4. 
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*»*  The  folhunM  obtervaiwM  of  the  Bishop  op  Calcutta, 
upon  the  ^*Clatena  Fatrum,"'*  appended  to  the  third  edition  of 
Mr.  Kbblb's  "  Sermon  on  Primitive  Tradition^''  are  given  in  an 
Appendix  to  his  Lordship*B  Charge. — Ed. 

Upon  the  testimonj  of  the  writers  arranged  in  the  Appendix,  it  maj  be, 
perhaps,  expected,  that  I  should  offer  a  remark  or  two. 

1.  Tlie  list  seems  to  me  to  be  essentiaUj  defective,  as  not  containing  extracts 
from  the  books  of  Homilies,  and  the  writings  of  the  Reformers  themselves,  of 
the  sixteenth  century — I  mean  defective,  for  the  purpose  of  proving  the  senti- 
ments of  the  Church  of  England,  as  settled  at  the  ^formation.  To  say  that 
the  opinions  of  the  Reformers  is  the  point  in  dbpute,  and  that  therefore  it  is 
"  safer"  to  make  quotations  only  from  Divines  of  a  later  period,  is  surelj  a 
singularly  feeble  assertion. 

The  question  is,  what  is  the  fair  and  honest  import  of  the  authorized  formu- 
laries of  our  Church,  to  which  every  Cleigyman  subscribes,  and  solemnly 
engages  to  conform  ?  Surely,  then,  the  obvious  course  would  be,  to  examine, 
in  the  first  place,  the  two  books  of  Homilies,  which  are  recognised  in  our 
Articles  themselves^  as  part  of  our  authoritative  confession ;  and  next,  the 
copious  writings  of  the  great  Divines  themselves,  who  drew  up  those  Homilies, 
as  well  as  the  Articles  and  Liturgy. 

The  suppression  of  all  this  large,  and  directly  pertinent  testimony,  is  a 
sufficient  acknowledgment  of  its  being  supposed  not  to  be  very  friendly  to  the 
author's  views.  But  a  second,  and  still  weaker  plea,  is  urged  for  the  omission. 
"  It  might  plausibly  be  asked,*  observes  our  author,  "  why  the  lists  stopped  with 
them,  and  aid  not  ascend  to  the  generation  before  them  ;  as  if  they  were  to  be 
considered  the  founders  of  our  Church,  instead  of  being,  as  they  are  really,  one 
link  in  a  chain."  As  if  the  Reformers  were  not  confessedly  the  founders  of  our 
Church  as  it  is,  Protestant  and  Reformed — the  founders  of  its  Reformation  from 
Popery — the  founders  of  its  Restoration,  as  far  as  possible,  to  the  model  of  the 
primitive  and  apostolical  ages— which  is  the  only  sense  in  which  they  are  ever 
styled  by  that  high  and  appropriate  title. 

With  two  pleas  so  deplorably  feeble  for  omitting  the  most  important  branch 
of  the  testimony,  it  is  really  haraly  worth  while  to  proceed  with  further  observa^- 
tions.  The  testimony  is  lame,  incomplete,  detruncate,  in  the  most  essential 
branch  of  the  proof.  The  leading  witnesses  are  not  summoned.  No  doubt  it 
was  '*  safer,"  in  a  certain  sense,  to  put  them  out  of  court ;  but  whether  it  Was 
manly  and  equitable,  let  the  reader  judge. 

2.  But  to  take  the  list  as  it  stands,  how  obvious  is  the  remark,  that  to  prepare 
a  selection  of  passages  having  some  reference  to  a  great  question,  is  the  easiest 
thing  in  the  world,  and  generally  the  most  inconclusive  I  Unless  we  know  all  a 
writer  states  upon  any  subject,  we  can  judge  very  imperfectly  from  a  few  brief 
citations.*  It  is  true,  that  if  you  choose  first  the  age  when  you  commence  your 
inquiry,  next  the  particular  authors,  and  lastly  the  passages,  your  case  must  be  a 
bad  one  indeed,  if  you  do  not,  in  appearance  at  least,  gain  your  cause.  But 
how  far  such  a  course  may  commend  itself  to  impartial  readers,  is  another 
question. 

8.  I  suppose,  however,  the  learned  and  pious  leaders  in  the  new  Doctrine  of 
Tradition  have  persuaded  themselves  that,  at  least,  the  extracts  they  have  pro- 
duced, such  as  they  are,  support  their  main  position.  I  confess  myself  of  a 
different  opinion. 

The  question  to  be  determined,  was  not  whether  the  witness  of  the  early- 
Fathers  to  the  facts  of  Christianity  is  of  the  greatest  importance  —  this   is 

*  How  easy,  for  example,  would  it  be  to  fram«  a  *^  Catena  Patrum"  on  the  In- 
spiration and  exclusive  Authority  of  Holy  Soripture  ;  and  yet  how  ineondusiye  might 
it  really  be ! 
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admitted  Nor  was  the  quettion,  whether  their  testimony  to  the  broad  matter 
of  fact,  as  to  the  Faith  of  the  universal  Church  at  the  CounciJ  of  Nice,  in  the 
Doctrines  of  the  Holy  Trinity,  and  the  incarnation  of  our  Lord,  strengthens 
and  sustains  the  interpretation  of  the  orthodox  Church  in  subsequent  ages — 
all  this  we  admit.  Nor  was  the  question,  whether  our  Church,  in  her  authorized 
formularies,  especially  in  the  three  Creeds,  makes  this  testimony  a  Rule  and  Term 
of  Communion — this  is  most  fully  conceded.  Nor  was  the  question,  whether  all 
the  weight  and  influence  which  a  sound  criticism  will  ever  give  to  writers 
situated  like  the  Fathers,  should  be  constantly  granted  them,  especially  where  a 
eoDsent  of  them  can  be  shewn — ^that  is^  where  the  Quod  semper^  quod  ubiquey 
quod  ad  omnilmSf  traditum  est^  applies — this  is  cheerfully  allowed. 

But  the  question  was  and  is,  whether  these  present  extracts  go  the  length  of 
the  principle  which  they  are  advanced  to  maintain.  Whether  what  they  say 
supports  tnose  particular  statements  which  I  have  ventured  to  oppose ;  that  is. 
That  Scripture  and  Tradition,  unwritten  and  written,  taken  together,  are  the 
joint  Rule  of  Faith — That  Catholic  Tradition  comes  first  as  the  teacher  of 
Tevealed  truth,  and  Scripture  comes  next,  to  prove  it — That  the  true  Creed  is 
scripturaliy  proved  Traaition,  or  Catholic  Tradition  supported  by  the  Scriptures. 

If  the  citations  should  turn  out  in  iavour  of  these  positions,  I  should  then 
allow,  and  not  before,  that  they  are  at  least  pertinent.  Much  would  still  remain 
to  be  conadered,  and  of  the  last  importance  ;  but  this  one  particular  I  shall  at 
once  concede  to  my  learned  opponents — you  have  kept  to  the  real  question  ; 
thepassages  are  in  point. 

To  my  understanding,  however,  there  is  not  one  single  extract  that  comes  up 
to  the  mark  required.  No  doubt  they  dl  speak  something  in  favour  of  Tradition, 
in  a  certain  sense,  and  to  a  certain  extent.  But  whether  they  mean  to  teach 
that  unwritten  and  written  Tradition,  constitute  a  joint  Rule  of  Faith  ;  or,  on 
the  contrary,  that  Holy  Scripture  is  the  sole  and  adequate  Rule  of  it,  let  the 
following  passages  from  the  *<  Catena,**  as  cited  by  my  opponents,  testify,  for  I 
confine  myself  to  the  single  point — the  principle  which  is  involved. 

What  says  Bilson,  the  fourth  on  their  list?-— "Not  that  the  Canon  of 
Scripture  is  not  perfect  and  sufficient  enough  for  all  points  of  faith."  "  It 
(image  worship)  is  prohibited  by  God's  law  ;  and  where  the  text  goeth  against 
you,  the  gloss  cannot  help  you.*— p.  9. 

Tradition,  it  should  seem,  is  the  gloss  ;  the  Canon  of  Scripture  the  Rule  of 
Faith. 

Bishop  White  is  yet  stronger  to  the  same  purport — <f  The  Holy  Scripture  is 
the  fountain,  and  living  spring,  containing  in  tdl-sufficiency  and  abundance  the 
pure  water  of  life,  and  wnatever  is  necessary  to  make  God's  people  wise  unto 
Salvation.  The  consentient  and  unanimous  testimony  of  the  true  Church  of 
Christ,  in  the  primitive  ages  thereof,  is  canaUs^  a  conduit-pipe,  to  derive  and 
convey  to  succeeding  ffenerations  the  celestial  water." — ^p.  15. 

Dr.  Jacxson^  goes  turther.  He  considers  that  unwritten  Tradition  undermines 
the  structure  of  ndth,  and  he  rqects  it  from  being  any  part  of  the  Rule  of  Faith. 
'^  The  second  addition  made  by  the  Roman  Church  unto  the  ancient  Canon  of 
Faith,  is  a  transcendant  one,  and  illimited ;  and  that  is,  the  making  of  Ecclesias- 
tical Tradition  to  be  an  integral  part  of  the  Canon  of  Faith  ;  .  •  .  .the  addition 
of  unwritten  Tradition,  as  part  of  the  infallible  rule,  doth  undermine  the  structure 

of  faith We  reject  Ecclesiastical  Tradition  from  beinp^  any  part  of 

the  Rule  of  Faith This  unanimous  Tradition  Ecclesiastic,  was  not  in 

those  times  help  for  any  proper  part  of  the  Rule  of  Faith I  hope  the 

same  Scripture  was  {in  Vincentius*  judgment)  a  Rule  of  Faith,  neither  incom- 
plete for  its  quantity,  nor  insufficient  for  its  quality  ;  a  rule  every  day  competent 
ibr  ending  controversies  in  religion,  without  the  assumption  either  of  Tradition 

^  How  fax  the  views  of  the  Tractarians,  npon  other  important  questions,  are  in 
aeeordanee  with  those  of  Dr.  Jackson  and  Bishop  Sandbrson,  may  be  seen  by 
reference  to  the  Two  Treatisei  on  the  Chur^,  lately  edited  by  Hr.  Goodx..-.FkA? 
tupra,  note  4,  pb  146.^£i>. 
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or  Decrees  of  Coancil,  as  any  associates  or  homogeneal  parts  of  the  same  role.*' 
— pp.  18-27. 

Arohbishop  Bbamhall  proceeds  on  the  same  principle.  *'  Scripture  is 
sufficient  of  itself ;  but  to  opponents,  Tradition  renders  the  proof  of  some  points 
more  convincing.  We  belieTe  Episcopacy,  to  an  ingenuous  person,  may  be 
proved  out  of  Scripture,  without  the  nelp  of  Tradition ;  but  to  such  as  are 
Reward,  the  perpetual  practice  and  Tradition  of  the  Church  render  the  inter- 
pretation of  tne  text  more  authentic,  and  the  proof  more  convindng.**— p.  87. 

So  the  very  learned  Bishop  Sandbason* — **  The  orthodox  Bishops  and  Doctors 

in  the  ancient  Church had  recourse  very  often,  in  their  writings  against 

heretics  of  their  times,  to  the  Tradition  of  the  Church.  Whereby  they  meant 
not  (as  the  Papists  would  now  wrest  their  words)  any  unwritten  Doctrine  not 
oontuned  in  the  Scriptures,  but  the  very  Doctrine  of  the  Scriptures  themselves,  as 
they  had  been  constantly  understood  and  believed  by  all  faithful  Christians  in 
the  Catholic  Church,  down  from  the  Apostles'  times  till  the  several  present 
ages  wherein  they  lived." — p.  45. 

Once  more,  Bishop  Taylor.--*'  Plainly  directing  us  to  the  fountains  of  our 
Faith,  the  Old  and  New  Testament,  the  words  of  Christ,  and  the  words  of  the 
Apostles.  For  nothing  else  can  be  the  fountain  of  our  Faith  :  whatsoever  came 
in  after  these,  'Joris  est^  it  belongs  not  unto  Christ.  To  these  we  also  add,  not 
as  authors  or  finishers,  but  as  helpers  of  our  Faith,  and  heirs  of  the  Doctrine 
Apostolical,  the  sentiments  and  Catholic  Doctrine  of  the  Church  of  God,  in  the 
ages  next  after  the  Apostles." — pp.  59,  60. 

Bishop  Patrick,  again,  is  express  on  the  Scriptures  being  the  only  Rule  of 
Faith,  and  the  testimony  of  the  Fathers  being  only  a  gloss,  or  attestation  of 

their  belief  of  their  meaning^a  witness  of  the  received  sense  of  them 

"  I  proceed  further  to  affirm,  that  we  reverently  receive  also  the  unanimous 
Traaition  or  Doctrine  of  the  Church  in  all  ages,  which  determines  the  meaning 
of  the  Holy  Scriptures,  and  makes  it  more  clear  and  unquestionable  in  any  point 
of  Faith,  wherein  we  can  find  it  hath  declared  its  sense.  For  we  look  upon  this 
Tradition  as  nothing  else  but  the  Scripture  unfolded  ;  not  a  new  thing,  which  b 
not  in  the  Scripture,  but  the  Scripture  explained,  and  made  more  evident"  •  •  . 
•  .  •  *'  And  thus  some  part  of  the  Nicene  Creed  may  be  called  a  Tradition,  as  it 
hath  expressly  delivered  unto  us  the  sense  of  the  Scriptures.  The  famous 
emperer  Constantino  admonished  those  Fathers,  in  all  their  questions  and 
debates,  to  consult  only  with  these  heavenly  inspired  writings  ;  '  because  the 
Evangelical  and  Apostolical  books,  and  the  oracles  of  the  old  prophets,  do 
evidently  instruct  us  what  to  think  in  Divine  matters.*  This  is  so  clear  a  testi- 
mony, that  in  those  days  they  made  this  complete  Rule  of  their  Faith,  whereby 

they  ended  controversies'* **  And,  on  the  other  side,  the  Church  pre- 

tended  to  no  more  than  to  be  a  witness  of  the  received  sense  of  the  Scriptures : 
which  were  the  bottom  upon  which  they  built  this  faith"  ....**  Now  this,  we 
are  persuaded,  may  be  plainly  enough  proved  to  any  man  that  is  ingenuous,  and 
will  fairiy  consider  things  out  of  the  Holy  Scriptures,  without  the  help  of 
Tradition.  But  we  also  take  in  the  assistance  of  this  for  the  conviction  of 
gainsayers  i  and  by  the  perpetual  practice  and  Tradition  of  the  Chureh  from  the 
beginning,  confirm  our  Scripture  proofs  so  strongly,  that  he  seems  to  us  "vesy 
obstinate,  or  extremely  prejudiced,  that  yields  not  to  them/' — p.  79 

The  Archbishops  Skabpb  and  Pottbr  decidedly  pronounce  the  Holy 
Scriptures  to  be  the  only  Rule  of  Faith.  "  We  believe  all  that  Jesus  Christ 
and  his  Apostles  taught  to  the  world,  so  far  as  we  have  knowledge  of  it  We 
believe  all  the  Holy  Scriptures ;  and  not  only  so,  but  we  make  them  the  Rule 
of  onr  Faith." — Arcfdnskop  Sharpe,  p.  68. 

**  I  have  all  along  declared,  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  Scripture  is  the  only 
Rule  of  Faith ;  and  have  no  further  recommended  the  study  of  the  primitive 
writers,  than  as  the  best  method  of  discovering  the  true  sense  of  Scriptttre." — 
Archbishop  Patter,  p.  dS. 

*  Vide  note  4,  p.  146,  supra. — En. 
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Dr.  Bbbtt  tJaeet  the  testimoir^  of  the  Fathers  on  its  tnie  ground ;  it  it  just 
and  proper  •videnoe  to  matter  of  fact  ^  We  must  believe  snch  a  Tradition  as 
deserves  the  name  of  a  just  and  proper  evidence ;  and  I  oonoeive  that  to  be 
just  and  proper  evidence,  which  we  receive  from  those  who  could  not  be  them- 
selvee  deceiii«d  in  what  they  relate,  nor  could  have  any  design  or  purpose  to 
deceive  us  in  the  relation ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  must  have  exposed  themselves 
to  all  their  c<mtemporarie8,  if  they  had  given  a  wrong  account  of  those 
mattem." 

Dr.  IiBSidB  applies  his  celebrated  argument  in  his  Short  Method  unth  the 
Deitt^  in  a  manner  similar,  but  much  more  forcible,  than  Dr.  Brett  *^  But 
there  is  infallibility  in  the  Church,  not  personal  in  any  one  oridl  of  Christiana 
put  tOMther ;  for  millions  of  fallibles  can  never  make  an  infallible.  But  the 
mfiiUibility  consists  in  the  nature  of  the  evidence,  which,  having  all  the  four 
marks  mentioned  in  the  *  Short  Method  with  the  Deists,'  cannot  possibly  be 
fiJae.  As  you  and  I  believe  there  is  such  a  town  as  Constantinople,  that  there 
was  such  a  man  as  Henry  YIII.,  as  much  as  if  we  had  seen  them  with  our 
eyea,  not  from  the  credit  of  any  historian  or  traveller,  bH  of  whom  are  fallible ; 
but  from  the  nature  of  the  evidence,  wherein  it  is  impossible  for  men  to  have 

conspired  and  carried  it  on  without  contradiction,  if  it  were  fitlse.*' 

**  Thus,  whatever  Doctrine  has  been  taught  in  the  Church,  (according  as  the 
rule  of  Vincentius  Lirinensis,)  semper  tAique^  et  ab  omnibus^  is  the  Christian 
Doctrine  ;  for,  in  this  ease,  such  DkHstrine  is  a  fact ;  and,  having  the  foresaid 
marks,  most  m  a  true  flict,  viz.  that  such  Doctrine  was  so  taught  and  received. 
And  a  Council  assembled  upon  such  an  occasion,  stands  as  evidence  of  the 
&ct,  not  as  judges  of  the  faith,  which  the^  cannot  alter  by  their  votes  or 

authority." ^  A  Council  has  authority  in  matters  of  discipline  in  the 

Church,  but  in  matters  of  faith,  what  is  called  their  authority,  is  their  attesta- 
tion to  the  truth  of  fhiciy  which,  if  it  has  the  marks  before-mentioned,  must 
be  in&Uibly  true ;  not  from  infallibility  of  any  or  all  of  the  persons,  but  from 
the  nature  of  the  evidence,  as  before  is  said."— i>r.  Leslie^  pp.  102, 103. 
^  It  •eems  to  me  that  nothing  can  be  added,  in  order  to  the  complete  refutation 
and  demolition  of  our  authors  new  theory  of  a  joint  Rule  of  Faith. 

But  I  proceed.  The  elegant  and  learned  Dr.  WATSRLANn  admits  no  Doctrine 
as  neeeflsaiy:,  but  what  is  contained  in  Scripture,  which  he  considers  the  only 
Rule  of  Ffeuth.  **  It  has  been  objected,  that  our  Sixth  Article  condemns  the 
method  of  interpreting  Scripture  by  Antiquity,  or  at  least  supersedes  it; 
because  it  says,  '  Holy  Scripture  containeth  all  things  necessary  to  Salvation ; 
so  that  whatsoever  is  not  read  therein,  nor  may  be  proved  thereby,  is  not  to  be 
required  of  any  man,  that  it  should  be  believed  as  an  article  of  Faith,  or 
necessary  to  salvation.'  The  Article  says  nothing  but  what  Lb  perfectly  right, 
and  perfectly  consistent  with  all  we  have  been  pleading  for.  We  allow  no 
Doctrine  as  necessary,  which  stands  only  on  Fathers,  or  on  Tradition,  oral  or 
written ;  we  admit  none  for  such  but  what  is  contained  in  Scripture,  and 
proved  by  Scripture,  rightly  interpreted.  And  we  know  of  no  way  more  safe 
in  necessaries,  to  preserve  the  right  interpretation,  than  to  take  the  ancients 
along  with  us.  We  think  it  a  eood  method  to  secure  our  Rule  of  Faith 
against  impostures  of  all  kinds ;  whether  of  enthusiasm^  or  false  criticism,  or 
conceited  reason,  or  oral  tradition,  or  the  assuming  dictates  of  an  infallible 
chair.  If  we  thus  preserve  the  true  sense  of  Scripture,  and  upon  the  sense 
build  our  Faith,  we  then  build  upon  Scripture  only  :  for  the  sense  of  Scripture 
is  Scripture.  Suppose  a  man  were  to  prove  his  leeal  title  to  an  estate ;  he 
appeals  to  the  laws ;  the  true  sense  and  meaning  of  tne  laws  must  be  proved 
by  the  best  rules  of  interpretation ;  but,  after  ^1,  it  is  the  law  that  gives  the 
title,  and  that  only.  In  like  manner,  after  using  aU  proper  means  to  come  at 
the  sense  of  Scripture,  (which  is  Scripture,)  it  is  that,  and  that  only,  which 
we  ground  our  Faith  upon,  and  prove  our  Faith  by.  We  allege  not*  Fathers 
as  grounds,  or  principles,  or  foundations  of  our  Faith ;  but  as  witnesses,  and  as 
intefpreteni  and  fidthfal  conveyexs." 
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The  palm  of  excellent  sense  and  sound  judgment  in  this  whole  ^'  Catena/' 
however,  I  should  be  inclined  to  give  to  the  citations  from  Bishop  Van  Mildkrt, 
whose  observations,  full  upon  the  point  before  us,  are  too  numerous  to  he 
transferred  to  my  pages.  His  Lordship's  testimony,  like  all  the  preceding,  is 
in  conteadiction  to  the  position  of  our  authors.  I  cite  the  conclu(Ung  sentence 
of  the  extracts. — ^*'  Nevertheless^  we  do  not  claim  for  them" — the  Fathers — 
*^any  infallibility,  any  commission  to  make  further  revelations  of  the  Divine 
will,  or  any  absolute  authority  as  Scripture  interpreters.  The  apj^eal  still  lies 
from  them,  as  from  all  other  religious  instructors^  to  that  word  itself^  which 
was  no  less  their  Rule  of  Faith  than  it  is  ours ;  and  the  highest  degree  of 
deference  that  can  be  due  to  them,  may  be  paid  without  any  infringement  of 
that  inviolable  maxim,  '  If  any  man  speak,  let  him  speak  as  the  oracles  of 
God.'  "^Sermon  F.,  p.  94. 

In  a  word,  in  the  quotations  from  Mr.  Binohak,  there  are  the  only  expres- 
sions I  have  found  in  the  whole  ^'  Catena,"  bearing  the  appearance  of  atunit- 
ting  Tradition  as  a  Rule  of  Faith ;  but  it  will  instanUy  be  found,  on  inspection, 
that  he  uses  the  expresssion  only  from  the  Creed 'as  a  term,  or  Rule  of  Com- 
munion, to  the  exclusion  of  heretics  from  Baptism ;  not  at  all  in  the  sense  of 
a  joint  Rule  of  Faith,  as  respects  Divine  Revelation. 

^'  The  Creed  was  commomy  called  bv  the  ancients  the  Khymwy  and  JRegula 
Fideij  because  it  was  the  known  standard,  or  Rule  of  Faith,  bv  which  ortho- 
doxy and  heresy  were  judged  and  examined Thus  tne  Fathers,  in 

the  Council  of  Antioch,  chaige  Paulus  Samosatensis  with  departing  from  the 
Rule  of  CanocL  meaning  the  Creed,  the  Rule  of  Faith,  because  he  denied  the 
Divinity  of  Cfhrist.     Irenseus  odls  it  the  unalterable  Canon,  or  Rule  of 

Faith,  and  savs,  ^  This  Faith  was  the  same  in  all  the  world' And 

St  Jerome,  aner  the  same  manner,  disputing  against  the  errors  of  the  Mon- 
tanists,  says,  'The  first  thinff  they  differed  about  was  the  Rule  of  Faith. 
For  the  Church  believed  the  Ather,  Son,  and  Holy  Ghost  to  be  each  distinct 
in  his  own  person,  though  united  in  substance.  But  the  Montanists^  following 
the  Doctrine  of  Sabellius,  contracted  the  Trinity  into  one  person.'* — Bingheajn^ 
p.  108. 

I  make  no  remarks  on  a  variety  of  points  involved  in  these  extracts,  beyond 
the  single  object  I  have  in  view.  A  great  latitude  in  opinion  on  the  details  of 
so  wide  a  subject  as  the  Testimony  and  Tradition  of  the  Fatiiers,  will  always 
be  found  to  prevail,  as,  indeed,  on  every  other  subject  not  immediately  and 
directiy  fundamental. 

My  concern  has  been  simply  to  shew,  that  the  false  principle  of  a  joint 
Rule  of  Faith  was  not  supported  by  these  alleged  writers,  late  as  is  tiia 
date  when  they  flourished.' 

SuMNEB,  Bishop  of  Chesteb. — 1838. 
Vide  Par.  3,  in  Chap.  XXV. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  of  Exbteb. — 1839. 

37.  There  is  another  subject,  on  which  I  would  say  a  few  words, 
because  it  also  has  been,  and  continues  to  be,  the  occasion  of  much 
of  excitement  and  uneasiness  to  many,  who  sincerely  seek,  and 
would  gladly  acquiesce  in,  the  Truth,  on  which  ever  side  it  be ; — ^I 


>  The  reader  will  find  the  subject  of  IVaditicn,  and  many  other  important  topics 
connected  with  the  controyeny,  most  ably  discussed  in  his  Lordship^  Sermon  on  7%e 
St^ffMenoy  qfHoly  Scripiurt  aa  the  Rule  qf  Faiih^-^J&ee  note  4,  p.  92,  nipra._ED. 


THE  CHABQE  OF  ^' HERESY^"  EXAMINED.  193 

mean,  the  use  of  primitive  Tradition.  Some  learned  and  piouB 
Ministers  of  our  Church  claim  for  it  that  it  not  only  was  a  mode  of 
imparting  Diyine  Truth,  chosen  in  the  Apostolic  Age  by  the  Holy 
Spirit,  before  the  Canon  of  Scripture  was  formed ;  but  also  is 
still  continued  to  the  Church ;  and  that,  as  such,  it  demands  the 
attention  and  reverence  of  all  Christians. 

38.  I  will  not  express  an  opinion  on  this  matter,  because,  the 
Church  having  delivered  no  judgment  upon  it,  it  would  be  foreign 
from  mj  present  purpose  to  give  any  of  my  own ;  my  sole  object 
being  to  caution  you  against  adopting  false  or  exaggerated  opinions 
from  others. 

39.  I  need  not  tell  you,  that  the  notion,  which  I  have  just 
stated,  has  excited  the  warmest  and  most  clamorous  opposition. 
Those  who  put  it  forth  are  unscrupulously  charged  with  wishing  to 
raise  Tradition  to  equal  authority  with  the  Scriptures,  though  they 
distinctly  declare,  that  they  Iook  to  it  only  as  ^'  subsidiary  to  the 
Scriptures.*"*^  In  spite,  however,  of  every  such  declaration,  the. 
notion  is  assailed  with  more  than  ordinary  violence — "  Popery,'^ 
"  Heresy,**  "  The  awful  Oxford  Heresy,*"  are  among  the  phrases 
unreservedly  applied  to  it.^ 

40.  Now,  do  the  persons  who  use  this  language  consider,  or 
understand,  what  they  say !  Do  they  remember,  or  do  they  know, 
that  no  private  man  can,  without  sinful  presumption,  pronounce 
any  opinion  to  be  heresy,  until  the  Church  shall  have  solemnly 
declared  it  such !  ^  Do  they  further  remember,  or  do  they  need  to 
be  informed,  that  it  is  not  every  false  opinion  in  Religion  which 
the  Church  pronounces  to  bo  heresy ;  but  only  such  as  is  contrary 
to  some  article  of  the  Faith,  or  something  which,  by  necessary 
consequence,  leads  to  the  subversion  of  some  fundamental  truth  ? 
In  the  present  ca^e,  has  the  Church  made  any  such  declaration  i 
Has  it  either  condemned  as  heresy,  or  in  any  way  condemned,  the 
opinion  in  question  i  Yes,  we  shall  be  told,  in  its  Sixth  Article. 
That  Article  says,  ^'  Holy  Scripture  containeth  all  things  necessary 
to  Salvation :  so  that  whatsoever  is  not  read  therein,  nor  may  I>e 
proyed  thereby,  is  not  to  be  required  of  any  man,  that  it  should  be 
belieyed  as  an  Article  of  the  Faith,  or  be  thought  requisite  or  neces- 
sary to  Salvation.*"     Do  the  writers,  whose  opinion  in  commendation 

*  *'  Primitive  Tradition  recognised  by  Scripture.'* — A  Sermon  by  the  Rev.  J.  Eeble. 
^-p.  33. 


^  Yet  the  Bishop  op  Exeter  himself  "  laments  to  hear  them  speak  of  adherence 
to  '  the  Bible,  and  nothing  but  the  Bible,'  as  *  an  unthankful  rejection  of  another  great 
f^ft  equally  from  OodJ*^^  He  **  laments**  also  '^  to  see  them  state,  as  'the  sounder 
riewy  that  the  Bible  is  the  record  of  necessary  truth,  or  of  matters  of  faith,  and  the 
Church  Catholic's  Tradition  b* — not  a  most  venerable  witness^  or  most  useful  assistant 
in  interpreting  it,  but — *  (ho  interpreter  of  it."* — Vide  par.  46  of  his  Lordship*^ 
Cham,  infra Ed. 

*  &e  note  6,  infra — ^Ed. 

6  See  note  6,  page  174,  mprer. — Ed. 
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of  Tradition  is  so  fiercely  assailed,  contradict  this  ?  So  far  from  it, 
they  expressly  state,  that  '^  Scripture  is  the  sole  and  paramount 
Rule  of  Faith  ;^*  that  every  fundamental  point  of  Doctrine  is 
contained  in  Canonical  Scriptures ;  and  that  nothing  is  to  be  insisted 
on  as  an  Article  of  Faith,  necessary  to  Salvation,  which  is  not 
contained  therein. 

41.  But,  while  such  is  their  language, — while  they  may  truly 
thus  assert,  that  they  are  innocent  of  violating  the  Sixth  Article, 
can  their  accusers  say  the  same  of  themselves  i  Are  they  equally 
free  from  the  offence  which  they  thus  unscrupulously  charge  upon 
others  ?     Let  us  see. 

42.  By  calling  the  opinion,  which  they  oppose,  Heresy,  they 
affirm,  by  implication,  that  it  is  contrary  to  an  Article  of  the 
Faith ;  in  other  words,  they  say,  that  we  are  bound  to  believe  as  a 
fundamental  Article  of  Faith,  and  therefore  of  necessity  to 
salvation,  that  the  Holy  Spirit  did  not  give  Tradition  as  a  per* 
manent  mode  of  imparting  Divine  Truth  subsidiary  to  Scripture. 
But  if  they  affirm  this,  they  are  required  by  the  Sixth  Article  to 
adduce  proof  of  their  assertion  from  Scripture ; — a  task  which,  I 
am  sure,  would  be  most  difficult,  which  I  believe  is  impracticable, 
and  which  has  not,  so  far  as  I  know,  been  seriously  attempted  by 
any  one  worthy  of  notice.  When  it  shall  have  been  accomplished, 
we  will  join  in  calling  on  the  Traditionists  to  renounce  their  wicked 
error,  or  to  submit  to  be  branded  as  "  heretics.''^     But  meanwhile, 

♦  "  Primitive  Tradition  recognised  by  Scripture,*^  p.  31. 


'  The  Bishop  of  Calcutta,  in  his  recent  Charge  (1843),  thus  alludes  to  the  term 
Heresyy  as  applied  to  the  Tractarians :-« 

*'  I  am  ready  to  concede  to  the  authors  of  <  The  Tracts  fo^  the  Times,*  that  they 
hold  all  the  fundamental  facts  of  Redemption :  the  Incarnation,  the  holy  and  ever- 
blessed  Trinity  of  the  Godhead,  the  Atonement,  the  Personality,  Deity,  and  Grace 
of  the  Holy  Spirit,  the  Fall  of  Man,  the  Moral  Law,  the  Inspiration  of  the  Holy 
Scriptures.  There  are  no  heresies,  a»  the  wwd  has  been  hUherto  umalfy  applied, 
mingled  with  their  teachiuff — not  the  Arian — not  the  Socinian — not  the  Pelagian — 
not  the  Neologian.  All  this  is  matter  of  great  thankfulness  to  Almighty  God." — 
pp.  33,  34. 

But  in  what  sense  do  the  Tractarians  apply  the  term  to  those  who  differ  firom 
them  ?  That  they  do  constantly  charge  them  with  heresy,  and  with  '*  awful  heresy,** 
is  a  fact  too  notorious  to  have  escaped  the  notice  of  Bishop  Phillpotts  ;  and  it 
would  have  been  but  fair  had  his  Lordship  divided  his  censure  between  the  offending 
parties. 

We  have  seen  that  the  heresies  of  Archbishop  Whately  cause  no  small  difficulty 
to  all  true  Churchmen,  confessedly  because  "the  points  at  issue  are"  not  ''short 
of  fundamental  Articles  of  Faith,**  (  Vide  British  Critic,  quoted  in  note  6,  page  174, 
supra.)  The  Bishop  of  Worcester  has  been  publicly  accused  of  "  damnable 
heresy,'*  and  several  of  his  Right  Reverend  Brethren  are  involved  in  the  same 
condemnation.  fSee  note  on  paragraph  6  of  his  Lordship*s  Charge.  See  also 
Appendix  G.)  Bishop  Jeremy  Taylor,  in  the  judgment  of  Mr,  Froude,  was 
shockingly  heretical.  (Remains,  vol.  I,  p.  322.)  "The  Protestant  Doctrine  on  the 
subject  of  the  Eucharist,""  has  been  declared,  upon  the  same  authority,  to  be  '*  founded 
on  a  prindple  as  proud,  irreverent,  and  foolish,  as  thai  of  any  heresy,  even  Socinianism,** 
{Ibid,  p.  wl.  **  The  Lutheran  Doctrine  of  Justification''*  is  denounced  as  being 
radieaUy  and  fundamentally  monstrous,  immoral,  heretical,  and  anti- Christian  f**  a 
"  heresy,**  tiian  which  none  *'  so  subtile  and  extensively  poisonous  ;**  .  .  .  .  "  has  ever 
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their  accusers  should  beware  bow  they  violate,  not  only  the  Sixth 
Article  of  the  Church,  but  also  the  Ninth  Gommandment  of  God. 
Neither  let  them  forget  that  the  Church  itself,  in  some  of  its  most 
anthoritatire  formularies,  appears,  at  least,  to  favour  the  opinion 
which   they  so  unsparingly   condemn — that  Tradition  has  been 

¥'ven  to  us  as  an  enduring  channel  of  instruction  in  Christian 
ruth,  though  not  as  the  authority  for  any  necessary  Doctrine. 
For  instance,  what  will  they  say  of  the  Apostles^  Creed ! 
Has  it  not  come  to  us  by  Tradition ;  and  been  adopted  by  the 
Church  from  Tradition  ?  W  hat  of  the  Nicene  Creed  ?  Has  it  not 
been  received  on  the  authority  of  the  first  Council  of  Nice  ?  What 
of  the  Athanasian  Creed  I     Is  not  that,  too,  from  Tradition  I 

43.  The  reading  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  as  part  of  the  Divine 
SeVvice,  and  the  common  prayers  in  the  Church,  is  again  and  again 
recommended  to  us  in  the  Preface  to  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer, 
as  having  ^^the  first  original  and  ground  thereof"  in  primitive 
practice— as  "the  godly  and  decent  order  of  the  ancient  Fathers.'* 
Be  it  remembered,  too,  that  our  very  Ordination  Vow  implies,  that 
Scripture  requires  (I  do  not  say,  absolutely  needs)  external  aid  for 
its  due  interpretation  :  for  we  thereby  engaged,  "  the  Lord  being 
our  Helper,^  to  "  be  diligent,"  not  only  "  in  reading  of  the  Holy 
Scriptures,'*"  but  also  "  in  such  studies  as  help  to  the  knowledge  of 
the  same  ;  and  among  such  studies  must  -not  the  Traditions  of  the 
Fathers  hold  an  important  place !  A  Canon  of  the  Convocation  of 
1571,  which,  I  need  not  say,  is  part  of  the  law  of  the  Church, 
commands  preachers  "  to  be  careful  never  to  teach  any  thing  in 
their  sermons,  as  if  to  be  religiously  held  and  believed  by  the  people, 
but  what  is  agreeable  to  the  Doctrine  of  the  Old  and  New  Testa- 
ment, and  collected  from  that  very  Doctrine  by  the  Catholic 
Fathers  and  ancient  Bishops."" 

44.  After  all,  let  me  not  be  supposed  to  set  myself  forward  as 
the  advocate  of  these  writers.  They  need  not  the  aid  of  such  an 
advocate ;  and  I  will  not  encumber  them  with  it.  I  am  not  even 
their  partisan ;  for  I  am  far  from  subscribing  to  all  they  say,  and 
still  further  from  always  approving  the  mode  in  which  they  say  it. 

45.  Thus,  on  this  very  subject  of  tradition,  while  I  freely  acquit 
them  of  all  approach  to  heresy,  I  yet  lament  to  see  them  give  to  it 
so  definite,  and  so  high  a  place  in  the  great  scheme  of  God"s  Beve* 
lation  of  His  Will  for  the  recovery  of  lost  mankind.  I  lament  to 
hear  them  speak  of  adherence  to  ^'  the  Bible,  and  nothing  but  the 
Bible,"  ^  as  ^^an  unthankful  rejection  of  another  great  gift,  equally 


infested  the  Church.**  (Britith  Oritio,  No.  62,  p.  446,  and  No.  64,  p.  390.)  And,— 
not  to  quote  farther  testimony  to  the  fiust, — Mr.  Palmer^  in  his  recent  NarrtUwe  qf 
EveniSy  (p.  60,)  reminds  us  that  '<  Bishop  Jbwxl,  who  is  represented  'as  a  very 
vnejteep&nable  specimen  of  an  English  Reformer,*  is  condemned  as  a  hereUo^'^^ED. 

^  "  ThaA  iU-thned  and  unfortunate  watchword, '  The  Bible,  and  the  Bibie  anip,^  xnte 
which  so  many  weU-intentioned  Church  people  have  been  betrayed  ;**  and  for  which  it 
seems  that  Dr.  Hoor  has  '*  proposed  as  a  substitute,  *  The  Chspel,  and  the  Oospei 
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from  Grod,  sach  as  no  true  Anglican  can  tolerate.'*^  I  lament  to  see 
them  state,  as  "  the  sounder  view,  that  the  Bible  is  the  record  of 
necessary  truth,  or  of  matters  of  Faith,  and  the  Church  Catholic's 
Tradition  is" — ^not  a  most  venerable  witness,  or  most  useful 
assistant  in  interpreting  it,  but — "  the  interpreter  of  it."'* 

Pearson,  Dean  op  Salisbury. — 1839. 

9.  The  origin  and  source  of  what  I  consider  to  be  the  erroneous 
views  alluded  to,  is  an  undue  and  excessive  reverence  for  Catholic 
Antiquity.  Upon  this  fundamental  and  interesting  point,  I  am 
anxious  that  my  sentiments  should  be  distinctly  understood.  No 
one  can  be  more  inclined  than  myself,  both  by  natural  disposition 
and  taste,  and  by  the  grateful  recollection  of  early  and  of  later 
studies,  to  admire  the  excellences,  and  to  revere  the  character  and 
the  legitimate  authority  of  the  ancient  Fathers  of  the  Church.  I 
reverence  their  devout  and  spiritual  minds,  their  deadness  to  the 
world,  their  pastoral  and  charitable  labours,  their  constancy  amidst 
persecution,  their  faithfulness,  in  some  instances,  even  unto  death. 
In  all  these  divine  and  holy  qualities  they  are  deserving  of  high 
admiration,  and  worthy  to  be  had  in  everlasting  remembrance. 

10.  But  truth  compels  me  to  add,  that  their  piety  was  too  often 
alloyed  by  superstition,  and  that,  with  some  exceptions,  their 
learning  was  neither  accurate  nor  extensive ; — that  their  reasonings 
were  often  weak  and  inconclusive,  their  interpretations  of  Scripture 
fanciful  and  unsatisfactory,  and  their  judgments  incorrect  and 
erroneous ;  and,  consequently,  that  it  is  vain  to  look  up  to  them  as 
certain  guides  in  Theology,  or  as  judicious  and  safe  expounders  of 
Holy  Writ 

11.  As  witnesses,  together  with  the  ancient  Creeds  and  Con- 
fessions of  the  Church,  to  the  principal  facts  of  the  Gospel,  and  to 
the  outline  of  Doctrine  comprised  in  the  great  "  mystery  of  godli- 
ness,"'' to  the  inspired  Canon  of  Sacred  Scripture,  to  the  use  of 
prescribed  Liturgies,  to  the  threefold  order  of  the  Christian  Priest- 
hood, to  the  Episcopal  form  of  Ecclesiastical  Government,  and, 
generally,  to  the  nature,  offices,  and  authority  of  the  Church, — the 
testimony  of  the  primitive  Fathers,  continued  in  unbroken  suc- 
cession from  the  Apostolic  times,  and  uniform  and  harmonious,  is 
invaluable  and  conclusive  against  the  errors  of  all  who,  whether  ia 
ancient  or  in  modem  times,  had  separated  from  the  great  body  of 
the  Catholic  Church. 

12.  I  am  persuaded,  also,  that  the  celebrated  challenge  of  Bishop 
Jewel,^  with  respect  to  the  absence  of  any  plain  and  unequivocal 


only.* '"—-Vide  British  Critic^  No.  53,  p.  242.     No  " Ufell-inlefUioned  Church  people'^ 
will  so  extend  the  meaninff  of  Dr.  Hookas  substitute  as  to  render  it,  in  the  ears  of  a 
TraditionUtf  lest  **  iU-time3  and  unfortunate*'  than  the  original. — Ed. 
9  Quoted  by  the  Bishop  op  Calcutta,  par.  10,  note,  p.  182,  supra. — En, 
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evidence  in  favour  of  the  peculiar  errors  and  observances  of  the 
Church  of  Borne,  in  the  Ecclesiastical  writers  of  the  first  six 
centuries,  and  to  their  substantial  agreement  and  consent  with  the 
Doctrines  and  Discipline  of  the  Church  of  England,  may  be  fully 
aod  successfully  maintained. 

13.  But  it  is  one  thing  thus,  confidently  and  thankfully,  to  appeal 
to  the  support  of  Christian  Antiquity  for  the  general  identity  of  our 
principles  and  our  practices  with  the  primitive  Church,  and  quite 
another  to  elevate  either  the  decisions  of  Councils,  or  the  opinions 
of  Fathers,  into  a  standard  of  authority  almost  equal  to,  or  divinely 
interpretative  of,  Scriptural  Doctrines  or  Apostolic  ordinances. 

14.  It  was  this  which,  amidst  the  darkening  and  downward 
progress  of  the  middle  ages,  gradually  and  imperceptibly  led  to  the 
errors  and  corruptions  of  the  Bomish  Church.  Kor  must  it  be 
concealed,  that,  with  the  growing  disuse  of  the  devout  study  of  the 
Holy  Scriptures,  and  the  nearly  exclusive  regard  to  human 
writings,  the  incautious,  ambiguous,  figurative,  and  illustrative 
expressions,  which  abound  in  the  works  of  the  Christian  Fathers, 
little  versed,  in  general,  in  critical  accuracy,  and,  except  when 
contending  with  Fagan  or  heretical  opponents,  chiefly  intent  on 
devotional  or  pastorsu  instruction,  were  easily  diverted  from  their 
original  and  sounder  meaning,*  and  wrested  to  the  countenance 
and  support  of  the  grossest  errors  and  abuses,  both  of  the  Eastern 
and  Western  Churches — to  the  undue  exaltation  of  Apostolic 
Tradition,  falsely  so  called — to  Monasticism,  and  the  compulsory 
celibacy  of  the  Clergy — to  the  efficacy  of  the  Sacraments  €x  opere 
<n>erato— to  Transut^tantiation,  and  the  Sacrifice  of  the  Mass — ^to 
Justification  by  Works,  or  by  infused  Grace — to  the  Doctrine  of 
Penance  and  Purgatory — to  uncommanded  and  excessive  austerities 
— to  the  Adoration  of  Saints  and  Angels,  and  the  Worship  of 
Images,  and  to  the  tyranny  and  usurped  dominion  of  the  See  of 
Rome. 

Kaye,  Bishop  of  Lincoln. — 1840. 

1.  There  is  still  another  subject  to  which  I  must  draw  your 
attention  before  I  bring  this  address  to  a  close.  Fifteen  years  ago, 
I  ventured  to  express  the  opinion  that  the  time  was  not  far  distant, 
when  the  whole  controversy  between  the  Roman  and  Anglican 
Churches  would  be  revived ;  and  every  point  which  had  formerly 
been  made  a  matter  of  dispute,  would  again  be  discussed. 

*  Could  these  Tenerable  men  have  foreseen  the  advantage  which  has  thus  been 
taken  of  many  of  their  glowine  and  rhetorical  expressions,  they  would,  doubtless,  haye 
written  more  cautiously,  and  with  more  simple  adherence  to  the  language  of  in- 
spiration ;  which,  in  its  most  sublime  and  mysterious  forms,  can  never  be  legitimately 
ehazged  with  affording  support  either  to  the  erroneous  Doctrines  or  the  superstitious 
practices  which  gradually  arose  in  the  Church.  It  would  be  easy  to  exempfifv  the 
truth  of  this  obs^ation ;  but  those  who  are  acquainted  with  the  writings  of  Christian 
Antiquity  will  readily  acknowledge  it. 
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2.  The  event  has  proved  that  I  was  not  mistaken  in  my  antici* 
pation;  and  I  am,  in  consequence,  induced  to  offer  some  brief 
remarks  upon  one  of  the  most  important  of  the  controverted  points 
*-the  Bule  of  Faith,  in  ivhich  is  involved  the  question  of  the 
authority  of  Tradition. 

3.  You  are,  perhaps,  aware  that  the  expression  '^  Begula  Fidei,^ 
or  its  equivalent,  6  Kava>v  t^9  7r/<rT€Q)9,  6  Kavwv  rrj^  aXtfOela^j 
frequently  occurs  in  the  writings  of  the  early  Fathers.  It  is, 
therefore,  important  to  ascertain  what  meaning  they  attached  to  it. 
IrensBus,  who  wrote  in  the  second  century  in  confutation  of  the 
Gnostic  heresies,  then  prevalent,  informs  us,  that  when  the  heretics 
were  confuted  out  of  Scripture,  they  appealed  to  oral  Tradition.* 
He  proceeds,  therefore,  to  inquire  where  the  true  Apostolic  Doc- 
trine is  to  be  sought.  Hef  answers,  in  those  Churches  which  were 
founded  by  the  Apostles  ;  "  for  it  is  not,""  he  says,  "  to  be  supposed 
that  they  would  keep  back  from  those  whom  they  appointed  to  be 
their  successors  in  presiding  over  and  feeding  the  flock  of  Christ, 
any  portion  of  the  knowledge  necessary  to  qualify  them  to  become 
the  instructors  of  others.  This  knowledge  they  left  as  a  precious 
deposit  in  the  Churches  which  they  founded  ;  so  that,  if  they  had 
committed  nothing  to  writing,  still  the  true  Doctrine  would  have 
been  preserved  traditionally  in  those  Churches,  as  it  actually  is 
among  the  barbarous  nations  which  have  been  converted  to 
Christianity,  and  do  not  possess  the  Scriptures.^ 

4.  Here,  then,  Irenseus  recognised  the  existence  of  an  unwritten 
Tradition,  from  which  Christians  might  collect  all  that  it  was 
necessary  for  them  to  know  and  to  believe  unto  salvation.  But 
what  was  this  Tradition  iX     I^  ^^^  the  Creed,  the  Begula  Fidei ; 

*  Quum  enim  ex  Scripturis  aixuuntur,  in  aceusationem  convertuntur  ipsarum 
ficripturanuD,  quasi  non  recte  habeant,  neque  sint  ex  author! tate,  et  quiavarie  dictn, 
et  quia  non  poesit  ex  his  inveniri  Veritas  ab  his,  qui  nesciant  Traditionem.    Non  enim 
.  per  literas  traditam  illam,  sed  per  vivam  vocem. — L.  3,  c.  2. 

+  Traditionem  ita^ue  Apostolorum  in  toto  mundo  manifestatam,  in  omni  Ecclsid 
adest  per8j>ioere  omnibus  qui  vera  velint  videre :  et  habemus  annumerare  eos  qui  ab 
Apoetolis  instituti  sunt  Episcopi  in  EcclesiA,  et  successores  eorum  us^ue  ad  nos,  (|ui 
ninil  tale  docuerunt  neque  cognoverunt  quale  ab  his  deliratur.  Etenim  si  recondita 
mysteria  scissent  Apostoli,  quee  seorsim  et  latenter  ab  reliquis  perfectos  docebant,  his 
Tel  maxime  traderent  ea  quibus  etiam  ipsas  Ecclesias  committebant.  Yalde  enim 
perfectos  et  irreprehensibiles  in  omnibus  eos  volebant  esse,  quos  et  successores 
relinquebant,  suum  ipsorum  locum  magbterii  tradentes. — c.  3.  Tantse  igitur  osten- 
siones  quum  sint,  non  oportet  adhuc  quserere  apud  alios  veritatem,  quum  facile  est  ab 
EccIesiA  sumere :  quum  Apostoli,  quasi  in  depositorium  dives,  plenissime  in  eam  con- 
tulerint  omnia  ques  sint  veritatis :  uti  omnis  quicumque  velit  sumat  ex  ek  potum  vitsa. 
—Quid  enim  ?  Et  si  quibus  de  aliqu4  modicA  qucstione  deceptatio  esset,  nonne 
oporteret  in  antiquissimas  recurrere  Ecclesias  in  quibus  Apostoli  conversati  sunt, 
et  ab  iis  de  preesenti  qusestione  sumere  quid  certum  et  re  liquidum  est?  Quid 
antem  si  ne^ue  Apostoli  quidem  Scripturas  nobis  reliquissent  nonne  oportebat  ordinem 
sequi  Traditionis,  quam  tradiderunt  lis  quibus  committebant  Ecclesias  ?  Cui  ordim^ 
tioni  assentiunt  multee  gentes  barbarorum  eorum  qui  in  Christum  credunt  sine  charift 
Tel  atramento  scriptam  habentes  per  Spiritum  in  cordibus  suis  salutem,  et  veterem 
Traditionem  diligenter  eustodientes,  in  unum  Deum  credentes,  &c 

He  then  goes  on  to  state  concisely  the  principal  Articles  of  the  Apostles*  Creed. — 
e.4. 
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that  summary  of  religious  truth,  m  which  every  Catechumen  was 
required  to  profess  his  belief  before  he  was  admitted  to  Baptism ; 
and  of  which  all  the  articles,  as  they  are  enumerated  by  Irenseus, 
are  expressly  contained  in  Scripture. 

5.  In  distinguishing,  therefore,  the  Tradition  of  the  Apostolic 
Churches  from  Scripture,  far  from  meaning  to  convey  the  notion 
that  there  was  any  difference  between  them,  he  meant  to  affirm 
that  they  were  in  perfect  agreement.  "  We  have  arrived,"  be 
says,  ^^at  the  knowledge  of  the  dispensation  of  our  salvation 
through  no  other  channel  than  that  through  which  the  Gospel  has 
come  down  to  us.  The  Apostles  first  preached  the  Gospel,  and 
then,  by  the  will  of  God,  delivered  it  to  us  in  the  Scriptures,  that 
it  might  be,  in  all  future  ages,  the  ground  and  pillar  of  our  faith.^^* 
What  the  Api>stles  taught  orally,  and  what  they  committed  to 
writing,  the  unwritten  and  written  Tradition,  was  one  and  the 
same ;  and  when  once  the  Gospel  had  been  committed  to  writing, 
the  appeal  to  oral  Tradition  was  superseded. 

6.  According,  then,  to  Irenseus,  and  all  the  early  Fathers,  the 
Bule  of  Faith  was  no  other  than  the  Creed,  the  summary  of  truths, 
of  which  the  belief  was  a  necessary  condition  of  communion  with 
the  Catholic  Church.  Thus,  then,  the  controversy  between  the 
Anglican  and  Boman  Churches,  with  respect  to  Doctrine,  i»  reduced 
to  a  question  of  fact.  Are  the  articles  in  which  the  two  Churches 
differ,  and  in  support  of  which  the  Church  of  Rome  appeals  to  the 
authority  of  Tradition,  (Transubstantiation,  for  instance,) — are 
those  articles  to  be  found  in  the  Creed,  or  the  Bule  of  Faith,  of  the 
Primitive  Church  i    The  answer  must  be  in  the  negative. 

7.  The  Romanist^  however,  while  he  must  admit  the  fact,  will 
reject  the  conclusion  which  we  deduce  from  it ;  and  contend  that 
we  have  overlooked  an  element  essential  to  the  right  determination 
of  the  question  —  the  authority  conferred  by  Christ  on  His 
Church.  The  Primitive  Creed,  he  will  say,  has  undergone  alte- 
rations ;  articles  have  been  added  to  it,  as  the  Descent  of  Christ 
into  Hell.  The  Nicene  Creed  contains  many  expressions  not  found 
in  the  earlier  Creeds ;  the  Constantinopolitan  Creed  added  articles 
to  the  Nicene.  By  what  authority  were  these  alterations  and 
additions  made  t  He  answers,  by  the  authority  of  the  Church ; 
and  asks.  Why  might  not  the  Church  of  the  thirteenth  do  what  the 
Church  of  the  fourth  century  did !  Why  might  it  not  declare 
what  had  always  been  the  true  belief  respecting  the  manner  of 
of  Christ's  presence  in  the  Eucharist,  as  in  the  Nicene  Creed  it 
declared  what  had  always  been  the  true  belief  respecting  the  unity 

fitarriff/MTOf  cX\ii^ff.  ft.  r.  k.  Lib.  i.,  e.  1,  Bub  fin.  He  then,  in  e.  2,  gives  this  Rule 
of  Faith,  agreeing  in  substanoe  with  the  Apogee*  Creed. 

■f-  "  Non  enim  per  alios  dispoeition^in  saJutis  noBtrae  cognovimos,  quam  per  eos  per 
qnos  eTangelinm  |>ervenit  ad  noe  ;  <|uod  quidem  tunc  praBconiaverimt,  postea  vero  per 
Dei,  Tolantatem  in  Seri|>turi8  nobis  tradiderant,  fundamentum  et  oolamnain  iidei 
nostrsB  fiitorain.*^-.Lib.  lii. 
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of  sabstance  of  the  Father  and  the  Son  !  Chrisf  b  promise  is,  that  He 
will  be  with  the  Ohurch  till  the  end  of  the  world ;  He  has  not  can-^ 
celled  thatpromise;  and  consequently,  the  authority  which  theChurch 
received  at  first  cannot  be  affected  by  the  lapse  of  time.  Thus,* 
as  was  justly  remarked  by  one  of  the  Theologians  at  the  Council  of 
Trent,  the  question  respecting  the  Rule  of  Faith  and  the  authority 
of  Tradition,  resolves  itself  into  the  question  of  the  authority  of  the 
Church.  The  Bomanist  affirms,  not  that  the  Church  can  decree 
any  thing  contrary  to  Scripture,  or  add  any  new  Article  of  Faith  ; 
but  it  can  infallibly  declare  what  is  the  true  interpretation  of 
Scripture,  and  what  has  always  been  the  true  belief  with  respect  to 
particular  Doctrines. 

8.  I  have,  I  believe,  stated  the  reasoning  of  the  Romanist  fiiUy 
and  &irly.  I  mean  at  least  to  do  so.  You  will  not  fail  to  perceive 
that  one  point  is  assumed  in  it — the  appointment  by  Christ  of  an 
infallible  judge  of  controversy  in  the  Church.  I  say  assumed ; 
because  if  the  Romanist  is  asked  to  prove  this  point,  he  must  either 
decline  to  answer,,  on  the  plea  that  it  is  one  which  the  Church 
cannot  allow  to  be  discussed ;  or,  reasoning  in  a  vicious  circle,  he 
must  appeal  to  Scripture,  as  interpreted  by  the  uniform  Tradition 
of  the  Church.  Having  said  that  we  are  to  receive  the  Church'^s 
interpretation  of  Scripture,  on  the  ground  of  its  infallible  authority, 
he  must  now  allege  that  very  interpretation  of  Scripture  in  proof  of 
its  infallibility. 

9.  Supposing,  however,  the  appeal  to  be  made,  where  are  we  to 
look  for  the  uniform  Tradition  ot  the  Church  ?  In  the  writings  of 
the  Fathers!  Who  are  the  Fathers!  A  series  of  writers  ex- 
tending through  ten  centuries,  of  whom  the  more  recent  cannot  be 
regarded  as  independent  witnesses  to  the  Faith  of  the  Primitive 
Church,  but  merely  as  repeating  what  had  been  declared  to  be 
such  by  those  who  preceded  them. 

10.  To  the  authority,  then,  of  the  early  Fathers  alone,  can 
weight  in  this  question  be  attached  ;  and  when  they,  living  as  they 
did  near  to  the  Apostolic  times,  tell  us  what  was  the  Rule  of 
Faith  then  taught,  and  what  were  the  sacred  books  then  read  in 
the  Church,  we  receive  their  testimony  as  that  of  witnesses  in 
whose  means  of  information,  and  in  whose  integrity,  we  have 
perfect  confidence.  But  when  they  put  forth  their  own  arguments  in 
defence  of  the  Rule  of  Faith,  or  their  own  interpretations  of  Scrip- 
ture, we  no  longer  regard  them  as  witnesses,*!*  but  as  reasoners ;  and 
we  pay  no  greater  deference  to  their  authority  than  to  that  of  other 
good  and  pious,  but  fallible  men.  In  the  exercise  of  the  right  of 
private  judgment,  we  are  bound  to  consult  every  source  of  in- 
formation from  which  we  are  likely  to  obtain  the  means  of  arriving 

*  History  of  the  Council  of  Trent,  in  Courayer^  Translmtion,  Book  ii.  c.  45. 
•f  ^  Non  de  testimonio  eomm,  sed  veto  de  jadido  est  qucstio,  in  quA  nnllmn  habent 
a  sua  retnetate  pnesidium.'*— Dodwelli  Diss.  CyprianiGae,  it.  sect  13. 
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at  a  just  conclasion ;  and  an  interpreter  of  the  Bible  would  be 
gailty  of  great  presumption,  if  he  were  to  disregard,  or  to  reject 
without  examination,  the  opinions  of  the  Fathers;  but  he  is  not 
bound  implicitly  to  subscribe  to  them,  even  when  he  Ends  a  very 

¥3neral  agreement  in  any  one  interpretation.  The  only  authoritative 
radition  is  that  of  which  Irenaeus  speaks,  the  doctrine  delivered  by 
the  Apostles  to  the  Churches  which  they  founded,  and  afterwards 
consigned  by  them  to  writing,  in  the  volume  of  the  New  Testament, 
in  order  that  it  might  be,  in  all  future  ages,  the  ground  and  pillar 
of  the  truth. 

11.  The  Church  of  England,  therefore,  almost  speaks  the  lan- 
guage of  Irenaeus,  when  she  declares  that  Holy  Scripture  contains 
all  things  necessary  to  Salvation ;  and  proposes  it  as  the  test  by 
which  the  truth  of  every  Doctrine  is  to  be  tried;  requiring  her 
members  to  give  their  assent  to  the  three  Creeds,  not  because  they 
were  sanctioned  by  the  Decrees  of  Councils,  not  in  obedience  to  any 
infiillible  authority  residing  in  herself,  but  because  they  can  be 
proved  by  most  certain  warrants  of  Holy  Writ.  She  calls  not  the 
Scriptures  the  Rule  of  Faith.  The  framers  of  her  Articles  knew 
that  in  the  Primitive  Church  this  title  was  applied  to  the  Creed; 
but  she  says  that  no  Article  is  to  be  received  as  a  part  of  that 
Rule  which  is  not  read  in,  or  cannot  be  proved  by.  Scripture. 

Bboughton,  Bishop  op  Australia. — 1841. 

30.  Long,  therefore,  as  I  have  already  detained  you,  I  cannot 
terminate  this  address  without  some  notice  of  the  call  which  is 
made  upon  us  to  vindicate  once  more  the  principles  of  our  Refor- 
mation ;  a  call  with  which  we  cannot  satisfactorily  comply,  unless 
our  own  views  upon  that  subject  are  definite,  the  result  of  accurate 
inquiry  and  impartial  meditation.  It  is  not  a  narrow  question,  nor 
one  which  is  easily  mastered. 

31.  Whatever  may  have  been  the  case  in  other  quarters,  our 
first  English  Reformers  never  admitted  a  doubt  that  the  Church 
into  which  they  were  baptized  was  a  Christian  Church,  though 
much  encumbered  with  error;  and  the  ministry  to  which  they 
were  ordained  a  lawful  ministry,  in  point  of  derivation.  The  fruit 
of  that  spirit  of  inquiry  which  was,  as  we  think,  providentially 
excited  among  them,  was  the  discovery  that  many  points,  which 
they  had  hitherto  considered  of  Divine  authority,  and  therefore  of 
an  unquestionable  certainty,  were,  in  reality,  of  human  origin  and 
invention.  The  question  between  them  and  the  Church  to  whose 
tenets  they  opposed  themselves  was,  whether  their  departure  from 
some  of  the  opinions  to  which  they  had  before  subscribed,  afforded 
just  grounds  for  branding  them  with  heresy,  degrading  them  from 
their  ministry,  and  expelling  them  the  Church.  To  determine  this, 
it  was  necessary  to  fix  what  had  been  the  Faith  delivered  by  the 
Apostles;    for  both  sides  were  ready  to  admit  this  as  the  true 
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object  of  inquiry,  which  being  determined,  there  could  be  no  room 
for  further  controversy.  Both  sides,  again,  were  in  agreement, 
that  the  entire  deposit  of  their  Faith  was  originally  conveyed 
verbally  ;  and  must,  for  a  season  at  least,  have  been  traditionally 
preserved.  On  the  Boraanist  part  it  is  maintained,  that  although 
a  portion  of  the  Apostolical  preaching  was  eventually  conmiitted  to 
writing,  many  fundamental  articles  continued  unwritten.  These, 
however,  it  is  believed,  are  no  less  secure  in  the  keeping  of  the 
Church,  and  have  been  transmitted  with  no  less  fidelity  and  cer- 
tainty than  the  written  portion.  •  Indeed  it  is  not  perfectly  plain 
what  actual  usefulness  there  is,  or  can  have  been,  in  committing 
any  part  of  the  Word  of  God  to  writing ;  because,  according  to  the 
approved  hypothesis,  no  additional  certainty,  no  greater  plainness, 
no  superiority  of  any  kind,  is  attributable  to  the  portion  which  is 
written,  beyond  what  is  possessed  by  the  other  portion  which 
remains,  it  is  pretended,  in  the  distinct  keeping  of  the  Church. 

82.  The  first  objection  which  strikes  a  mind  ordinarily  con- 
versant with  the  rules  and  habits  of  evidence  is,  that  no  reasonable 
proof — that  is,  no  proof  founded  upon  an  appeal  to  evidence,  can 
be  furnished  of  the  actual  parentage  of  those  unwritten  portions  of 
the  Word  of  God.  The  subject  does  not  admit  of  proof  of  that 
kind.  If  it  should  be  demanded,  the  only  reply  would  be,  that  the 
Tradition  has  been  from  the  beginning  in  custody  of  the  Church ; 
and  the  only  voucher  for  this,  as  well  as  for  the  fidelity  of  the 
guardianship  exercised  by  the  Church,  is  the  character  of  the 
Church  :  a  character  of  divinely  appointed  infallibility.  After  all 
the  ingenious  answers  which  have  been  put  forth  to  meet  this 
difficulty,  there  remains,  to  say  the  least,  something  unsatisfactory 
in  this  mode  of  appealing,  first  to  the  infallibility  of  the  Church  in 
proof  of  the  fidelity  of  her  guardianship,  and  then  to  the  record  of 
which  the  Church  is  thus  the  guardian,  for  proof  of  her  infallibility.* 

*  The  continued  existence  of  a  Church,  from  the  days  of  Christ  to  the 
present,  is  a  matter  of  fact  and  notoriety  which  requires  no  aigumentative 
proof ;  or  rather,  admits  of  none  which  can  render  it  more  certain  and  evident 
than  it  is.  It  may,  therefore,  be  admitted  as  a  principle.  And  if  the  Roman 
Catholics  and  ourselves  formed  the  same  conception  of  the  Church,  there 
would  be  little  or  no  controversy  between  us.  Chillingworth,  accurately  con- 
veying the  sense  ot  the  Church  of  England  upon '  this  point,  says  to  hit 
opponent,  ^'  It  is  superfluous  for  you  to  prove  out  of  St.  Athanasius  and  St. 
Augustine,  that  we  must  receive  the  sacred  Canon  upon  the  credit  of  God's 
Church ;  understanding  by  Churchy  as  here  you  explain  yourself,  the  credit  of 
Tradition.  And  that — not  the  Tradition  of  the  present  Church,  which  we 
pretend  may  deviate  from  the  ancient — but  such  a  Tradition  which  involves  an 
evidence  of  fact,  and  from  hand  to  hand,  from  age  to  age,  bringing  us  up  to 
the  times  and  persons  of  the  Apostles,  and  our  Saviour  himself,  cometh  to  be 
confirmed  by  all  these  miracles  and  other  arguments,  whereby  they  convinced 
their  Doctrine  to  be  true.''  (Melig.  of  Protests.^  Ans.  ii.,  J  53,  vol.  i.,  p.  238.) 
But  the  fEdlacy  on  the  opposite  side  is,  as  he  observes,  thiat  they  transfer  what 
is  true  of  *'  the  Church  m  one  sense,"  to  '^  the  Church  taken  in  another  sense :" 
or  they  acknowledge  that  alone  to  be  the  Church,  which   has  the  note  or 
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33.  But  not  to  dwell  upon  this,  nor  upon  the  uncertainty  at- 
tending the  question,  whether  the  Church  of  Rome  is  that  infallible 

characteristic  of  being  in  connection  witlu  or  rather,  in  subjection  to,  the 
particular   See  of  Rome.      The  inextricable    difficulty  experienced  by  the 
advocates  of  that  system,  consists  in  shewing  that  this  condition  or  limitation 
has  been  legitimately  annexed  to  the  definition  of  the  Church ;  and  hitherto^ 
at  least,  their  endeavours  to  fiimbh  proof  of  tliis  have  been  unsuccessfuL 
Roman  Catholics  themselves  are  aware  both  of  the  difficulty,  and  of  their  own 
inability  to  solve  it.     In  the  Roman  Catholic  Magazine^  for  March,  1834, 
(Vol.  V.  No.  38,)  is  a  very  ren  arkable  letter,  addressed  to  the  Rev.  Dr.  Fletcher, 
by  the  late  Mr.  Charles  Butler,  author  of  The  Book  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Uiurch,  and  other  well    known   works    of   controversy.      In.  this    letter, 
Mr.  Butler  gives  an  account  of  his  having  lent  Dr.  Milner  s  End  of  Religious 
Controversy  to  a  lady  of  great  intellectual  powers,  and  of  highly  cultivated 
understanding— telling  her,  what  he  really  thought,  *Uhat  it  would  probably 
conduct  her  to  the  Catholic  Faith."    But  the  lady  returned  the  book,  with  the 
objection,  that  ^'to  prove  the  preliminary  proposition— the  existence  of  the 
authority  of  the  Church— a  Roman  Catholic  must  have  recourse  to  the  same 
mode  of  proof  as  the  Protestant  uses  to  nrove  the  truth  of  his  religion" — that 
is,  she  says,  **you  must  prove  the  autnority  of  the  Church  from  Scripture, 
from  general  reasoning,  or  from  both ;  and  all  Dr.  Milner  s  objections  to  this 
mode  of  proof  will  then  assail  you.    All  that  he  says  of  the  inability  and  the 
^ant  of  opportunity  of  the  immense  majority  of  mankind  to  convince  them- 
selves of  tne  truth  of  the  Protestant  religion  by  Scripture,  or  general  research, 
applies  in  an  equal  degree  to  your  attempts  to  convince  Protestants  of  the 
authority  of  your  Church." — ^p.  177.      Mr.  Butler  acknowledges  his  own 
inability  satisfactorily  to  meet  the  objection.     He  referred  it  to  Dr.  Milner, 
who  confounded  it  with  another  and  totally  different  difficulty ;    and  to 
Dr.  Povnter,  who  promised  to  supply  an  answer,  but  omitted  to  do  so.    ^^  The 
task,"  Mr.  Butler  adds,  ^^  is  to  state  one  or  more  facts,  or  one  or  more  aii^u- 
ments,  which  shew  the  title  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  to  the  authority 
claimed  for  her,  so  dearly  as  to  make  it  the  duty  of  all  to  whom  they  are 
presented  to  assent  and  yield  obedience  to  her  authority"— ip,  178.     Dr.  Wise- 
man admits  that,  in  his  fourth  lecture  ^'  On  the  Authority  of  the  Church,"  he 
had  but  vaguely  determined  the  existence  of  authority  in  the  Church  of 
Christ,  without  defining  where,  how,  or  by  whom,  it  lias  to  be  exercised. — 
^t,  viii.,  p.  261.      He  is  evidently  sensible  that  this  efi^cted  nothing  for  the 
cause  of  If  ome ;   and  therefoi*e,  anxious  that  he  ^'  may  not  appear  to  be 
building  on  a  frail  foundation,"  he  proceeds  to  meet  the  real  difficulty  in 
attempting  to  prove  "that  the  Pope  or  Bishop  of  Rome,  as  the  successor  of 
St.  Peter,  possesses  authority  and  jurisdiction  in  things  spiritual,  over  the 
entire  Church,  so  as  to  constitute  its  visible  head,  and  the  vicegerent  of  Christ 
wpon  earth."— p.  263.     The  way  in  which  he  undertakes  to  prove  thift,  is 
*^from  Scrinture,  from  general  research,  or  from  both."    Independently  of  the 
objection  wiiich  is  ur^,  that  this  mode  of  proof,  even  if  it  were  solid,  could 
Ornish  no  more  infallible  erounds  of  faith  than  the  principles  of  the  Reformed 
Church  can  supply,  there  is  nothing  in  the  proof  itself  which  has  not  under- 
gone the  most  anxious  examination  on  the  other  side,  by  men  of,  at  least,  equal 
attainments  with  Dr.  Wiseman  ;  who  have  remained  satisfied  that  the  claim 
of  the  Roman  bishop,  to  possess  authority  in  things  spiritual  over  the  entire 
Church,  is  utterly  groundless,  founded  in  palpable  error  and  usurpation,  and 
^t  maintainable   by   Scripture,  or    general    reasoning.      ^'  The  task,"   as 
Mr.  Butler  very  justly  terms  it,  "  of  stating  one  or  more  facts,  or  one  or  more 
aiguments,  which  may  clearly  prove  the  title  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
to  the  authority  claimed  for  her,"  remains  yet  to  be  performed.    Yet,  most 
ASBuredly,  this  claim  ought  to  receive  the  most  rigorous  proof,  before  so  much 
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Church  to  whose  charge  such  a  trust  was  committed,  strong  reasons 
exist  for  doubting  whether  the  possession  of  a  Divine  constitution 
by  a  Church,  furnishes  a  full  guarantee  for  its  exhibiting,  at  each 
particular  period  of  its  existence,  a  true  and  correct  exhibition  of 
the  testimony  which  it  originally  received.  In  the  example  of  the 
Jewish  Church,  we  find  a  flagrant  instance  to  the  contrary.  In 
that  case,  there  is  a  Church  unquestionably  of  Divine  institution, 
respecting  the  identity  of  which  no  question  can  be  raised  (for 
there  was  no  other  in  existence),  and  in  which  there  was  no  differ- 
ence of  opinion  as  to  where  the  authority  commissioned  to  pro- 
nounce in  the  last  resort  was  constituted  (a  point  which  is  not  so 
well  agreed  on  in  the  Church  of  Rome).  To  the  Jewish  Church 
belong  promises,  both  clear  and  ample,  of  Divine  light  and  guidance, 
and  even  of  perpetuity.  And  yet,  if  we  refer  to  the  condition  of 
belief  in  the  existing  Church  in  the  age  of  our  Saviour,  and  strive 
by  means  thereof  to  travel  back  to  the  uncorrupt  principles  of 
primitive  Judaism,  we  shall  be  speedily  convinced  that  no  reliance 
can  be  securely  placed  upon  mere  Church  authority,  as  a  guarantee 
of  the  fidelity  with  which  a  religious  system  will  be  handed  down 
through  many  ages. 

is  built  upon  it.  ^^  No  one  is,  or  can  be  a  Catholic,"  Dr.  Wiseman  says,  *'  but 
by  his  entire  submission  to  the  authority  of  the  Church ;"  and  '*  they  cannot 
be  its  denizens  and  children,  if  thev  enter  not  by  that  one  gate,  of  absolute, 
unconditional  submission  to  the  teaching  of  the  Church ;"  so  that  ChUlingworth 
did  not  misrepresent  them,  when  he  said,  '*  in  efiRect  you  say  no  man  can  have 
&itb,  but  he  must  be  moved  to  it  by  your  Church's  authority." — Vol.  i.,  p.  235. 
That  foundation,  then,  upon  which  every  thing  else  is  made  to  rest,  ought  to 
be  itself  immovablv  fixed ;  that  truth,  bv  which  every  other  is  to  be  tried 
and  confirmed,  ought  to  be  first  made  infallibly  clear  and  certain.  ^^  You  will 
say,**  observes  the  great  writer  already  quoted,  ^^  dependence  on  your  Church's 
infaUibiiity  is  a  better  way  of  proceeding.  I  answer,  it  would  be  so,  if  we 
could  be  infallibly  certain  that  your  Church  is  In&llible ;  that  is,  if  it  were 
either  evident  of  itsglf,  and  seen  by  its  own  light,  or  could  be  reduced  unto, 
and  settled  upon,  some  principle  that  is  so.  But  seeing  you  yourselves  do  not 
so  much  as  pretend  to  enforce  us  to  the  belief  hereof,  (namely,  that  your 
Church  is  infallible,^  by  any  proo&  infallible  and  convincing,  but  only  to 
induce  us  to  it  by  sucn  as  are,  by  your  confession,  only  probable  and  prudential 
motives,  certainly  it  will  be  to  very  little  purpose  to  put  off  your  uncertainty 
for  the  first  turn,  and  to  fall  upon  it  at  the  second ;  to  please  yourselves  in 
buildiug  your  house  upon  an  imaginary  rock,  when  you  yourselves  see  and 
confess,  that  this  very  rock  itself  stands,  at  the  best,  but  upon  a  frame  of 
timber."— iJid^  sup.^  sec.  28,  p.  221 .  There  was,  therefore,  slight  ground  for 
the  assumed  triumph  of  Bossuet,  who,  in  his  conference  with  Claude,  thought 
he  had  brought  the  contest  to  a  close  in  his  own  favour,  by  'pressing  his 
opponent  with  the  consequence  that,  according  to  his  principle&  ^^  there  is,  in 
your  religion,  a  point  at  which  a  Christian  is  not  certain  whether  the  Gospel 
IS  a  fable  or  the  truth." — HisL  de  Bo9suety  par  M.  de  Bausset,  vol.  ii.,  p.  26. 
Unless  he  will  take  every  thing  for  granted,  there  must  no  less  be  such  a  point 
in  the  experience  of  every  Roman  Catholic,  when  he  has  not  yet  obtained  the 
infallible  assurance,  which  his  religion  requires  he  should  poseeas,  of  the 
infallibility  of  his  Church;  for,  until  that  conviction  is  fully  formed,  he 
cannot,  as  his  teachers  acknowledge,  know  any  thing  in  religion  with  certainty. 
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34.  In  the  cases  both  of  the  Jewish,  and  of  the  Roman  Church, 
the  same  spirit  of  deference  to  Tradition  has  impaired  the  soundness 
of  their  faith.  The  instance  of  the  former  plainly  proves  the 
possibility  that  innovations  upon  the  original  purity  of  a  religious 
system  may  be  silently  introduced  ;  and  groundless  opinions  may, 
upon  the  credit  of  Tradition,  be  adopted  as  Articles  of  Faith,  even 
with  the  sanction  of  the  ruling  authorities,  and  in  a  Church  divinely 
instituted.  Our  Lord,  indeed,  is  so  far  firom  supplying  the  defects 
of  Scripture  by  the  iulness  of  Tradition,  that  He,  upon  the  great 
article  of  a  future  life,  reproves  the  insufficiency  of  Tradition  by  an 
appeal  to  Scripture.  Our  Reformers,  therefore,  when  first  awakened 
to  the  incorrectness  of  the  system  with  w^hich  they  had  been 
previously  satisfied,  came  to  the  determination,  that  no  Article  of 
Faith  should  be  retained,  or  required  of  any  man  to  be  believed, 
without  evidence  that  it  had  been  accepted  by  the  Church  from  the 
beginning.  The  mere  voice  of  authority — which  says,  such  is  the 
present  persuasion  of  the  Church,  and,  the  Church  being  infallible, 
such  must  have  been  its  belief  from  the  beginning — was  no  longer 
listened  to  with  implicit  deference.  A  distinction  was  drawn  by 
them,  between  the  principles  of  the  Church  in  that  age,  and  in  the 
age  of  the  Apostles;  or,  rather,  that  difference  was  too  notorious 
to  be  disguised,  unless  they  would  close  their  eyes  against  all  light 
of  evidence,  and  be  content  that  every  thing  should  be  sheltered 
under  the  cloak  of  infallible  authority.  The  rule  which  they 
decided  upon  following  was,  to  admit,  as  truth,  no  more  than  it 
could  be  shewn  had  been  held  at  all  times,  in  all  places,  and  by  all 
persons  acknowledged  as  members  of  the  Catholic  Church.  In 
carrying  back  this  inquiry  to  the  fountain-head,  that  is,  to  the 
belief  and  practice  of  the  Church  directed  by  the  Apostles,  it  was 
found  to  be  impracticable,  as  common  sense  shews  it  must  be,  to  fix 
with  certainty  what  that  belief  had  been,  otherwise  than  by  reference 
to  the  writings  of  the  Apostles,  or  the  Book  of  the  New  Testament. 
Authority  resting  upon  a  supposed  independent  and  indefectible 
possession  of  all  truth,  might  dispense  with  such  a  reference.  A 
system  which  professed  to  seek  all  its  support  in  an  appeal  to  the 
decision  of  Antiquity  could  not. 

35.  The  noblest  object  of  contemplation  which  the  history  of 
the  world  affords,  next  to  the  example  of  the  inspired  Apostles,  is 
the  conduct  of  those  remarkable  men,  to  whose  hands,  by  the  will 
of  God,  the  management  of  this  great  cause  was  committed. 
Their  unequalled  learning  and  comprehensive  judgment,  their  inde- 
pendence of  spirit,  yet  becoming  deference  for  all  well  ascertained 
authority — ^nay,  their  very  faults,  their  caution  sometimes  degene- 
rating into  timidity,  their  occasional  coarseness,  the  inconsistent 
recourse  to  persecution,  to  the  charge  of  which,  some  of  them, 
not  yet  released  from  the  shade  of  error  in  which  they  were 
nurtured,  are  too  justly  liable — all  contributed  in  the  appointed 
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measure,  to  forward  the  great  work  of  our  Beformation  from  Popery. 
Bat  principally,  the  blameless  lives  of  all,  and  the  painful  deaths  of 
most  of  the  Reformers,  have,  indeed,  lit  up  that  candle  which,  by 
Gt>d''s  grace,  shall  never  be  put  out.  I  think  it  even  providential 
that  the  spirit  of  inquiry  into  their  proceedings  should  have  been 
again  so  largely  awakened ;  because  the  more  carefully  such 
inquiries  are  prosecuted,  the  more  durable  (I  speak  it  with  full 
sincerity)  will  be  our  conviction  of  the  solidity  of  the  ground, 
hallowed  by  their  footsteps,  upon  which  we  stand. 

36.  The  distinction  between  the  system  which  they  adhered  to, 
and  that  which  they  relinquished,  or  between  the  system  of  tha 
Church  of  Rome  and  ours,  is  the  difference  between  an  imperfect  and 
a  perfect  testimony.  The  system  of  the  Roman  Church  fails  in 
establishing,  by  motives  of  sufficient  credibility,  first,  that  the 
promise  of  infallibility  to  the  Church  includes  an  assurance,  that 
the  truth  shall  be  at  all  periods  maintained  entire  by  the  directive 
body,  or  visible  heads  of  that  Church ;  and,  secondly,  that  the 
promise  itself  is  limited  to  that  portion  only  of  the  Church  which 
acknowledges  the  jurisdiction  of  the  See  of  Rome. 

37.  Again,  as  to  the  fundamental  supposition  upon  which  the 
whole  fabric  rests,  that  the  decree  of  the  existing  Church,  at  any 
given  time,  concerning  points  of  faith,  conveys  infallible  assurance 
of  correspondency  with  the  Divine  prototype,  this,  it  has  been 
said,  does  not  admit  of  confirmation  by  evidence ;  but  it  must  neces- 
sarily be  admitted,  if  it  be  admitted,  upon  the  sole  ground  of 
authority.  It  is  impossible  it  should  be  otherwise,  when  the  final 
confirmation  of  Scripture  is  not  required ;  for  Scripture  is  the  only 
overt  testimony  which  has  come  down  to  us,  of  the  actual  Doctrines 
held  by  the  Apostles.  Apply  this  test  to  any  of  the  peculiar 
tenets  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  the  adoration  of  the  Virgin  Mary, 
devotion  to  angels  and  saints,  reverence  for  images  and  relics, 
prayers  for  the  dead  in  purgatory,  the  sacrifice  of  the  mass,  private 
masses,  and  the  like.  It  is  well  if  Scripture  be  not  pointedly 
against  them,  (as  against  the  greater  number  of  these  it  most 
certainly  is :)  but,  even  upon  the  most  favourable  supposition, 
after  being  traced  in  human  writings  up  to  some  one  or  other  point 
of  time,  in^ll  cases  very  fisir  short  of  the  Apostolic  age,  all  mention 
of  those  Doctrines  is  lost.  Neither  is  there  any  resumption  of  it 
in  Scripture.  All  attempts  to  bridge  this  chasm  by  evidence  must 
be  for  ever  ineffectual.  The  only  substitute  is  authority  ;  or  the 
assumption  that  the  Doctrine  contended  for  having  been  at  oim 
time  held  by  the  Church,  must  have  been  alicaye  held ;  for  aa 
infallible  Creed  can  never  have  varied.  I  speak,  therefore,  with 
every  wish  and  disposition  to  represent  things  fairly,  and  as  they 
really  are,  when  I  say,  that  the  controversy  between  our  Church  and 
that  of  Rome,  is  a  contest  between  perfect  and  imperfect  testimony. 

38.  This  controversy,  it  was  publicly  predicted,  several  years 
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ago,  was  on  the  point  of  rerival.*  Now,  therefore,  that  this  has 
come  to  pass,  it  will  be  our  own  faults,  if,  having  been  thus  warned, 
we  be  not  duly  prepared  to  meet  the  discussion,  and  to  defend  the 
citadel  of  our  Faith.     In  undertaking  this  service,  let  me  admonish 

Ecu,  my  brethren,  that,  whatever  may  be  your  devotedness,  it  will 
B  right  that  we  proceed  with  caution,  and  not  without  having 
made  ourselves  fully  acquainted  with  the  subject.  This  is  to  be 
recommended,  not  only  because  an  indiscreet  or  an  unprepared 
advocate  may  injure  a  good  cause,  but  also  on  account  of  the 
hazard  of  beinff  disclaimed  by  some  of  those  with  whom  we  profess 
to  be  associatea,  if  we  should  warmly,  affectionately,  and  fearlessly 
espouse  the  cause  of  the  Church ;  some  of  the  principles  of  which 
have  been  herein  referred  to.  Its  supporters,  that  they  may  be 
prepared  to  meet  the  assault  from  such  opposite  quarters,  must 

"approve  themselves  as  the  Ministers  of  God by  the 

armour  of  righteousness  on  the  right  hand  and  on  the  left.*^— 
(2  Cor.  vi.,  4,  7.) 

See  also  Pars.  40  and  43,  in  Chap.  XIX. 

Postscript. 

47.  Since  the  preceding  pages  were  committed  to  the  press,  I 
have  received,  through  the  kindness  of  the  Right  Reverend  author, 
"A  Sermon  delivered  at  the  Cathedral  Church  of  St.  John, 
Calcutta,  at  an  Ordination  holden  on  Sunday,  May  3rd,  1S41,  by 
Daniel,  Bishop  of  Calcutta,  and  Metropolitan  of  India,*"  wherein 
his  Lordship  observes,  '^  it  cannot  be  dissembled  that  a  great  con- 
troversy is  agitating  the  Church  at  home,  on  the  question  of  the 
Rule  of  Faith."^  With  reference  to  this  question,  the  Bishop  of 
Calcutta  adds — 

^^  Let  men  once  be  taken  off  from  the  Inspired  Scriptures,  as  the 
8ole  and  adequate  rule  and  standard  of  our  religious  belief,  and  let 
human  Tradition,  and  the  authority  of  the  Church,  be  in  part 
substituted,  and  a  way  is  opened  for  every  other  corruption  of 
faith  and  practice.'^ 

48  In  the  truth  of  this  declaration,  I  entirely  and  heartily 
concur.  The  observations  contained  in  my  Charge  have  reference 
to  principles^  rather  than  to  any  particular  exposition  of  them ; 
but  /  tcould^  without  a  momenfs  hesitation^  retract  all  that  I  have 
saidy  if  I  could  discover  or  suspect  the  existence  of  a  disposition^  in 
any  person  or  party ^  toorthy  of  consideration^  within  the  Church  of 
England^  to  stwsiitute  human  Tradition^  or  the  authority  of  the  Churchy 
in  the  minutest  degree^  in  place  of  that  of  the  Inspired  Scriptures.^ 
I  have,  however,  as  yet,  met  with  no  evidence  which  creates  an 

*  See  the  Bishop  of  lincoln^s  Eocles.  Hist.,  illustrated  from  Tertallian. — ^p.  297. — 


>  The  italiea  in  this  sentence  are  not  his  Lordship^s. — Ed. 
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apprehension,  much  less  convinces  me,  that  there  are  any  among  us 
who  would  require  any  thing  to  be  believed  of  any  man  as  an 
Article  of  Faith,  or  be  thought  requisite  or  necessary  to  Salvation, 
except  it  be  read  in  Holy  Scripture,  or  may  be  proved  thereby. 

49.  The  Bishop  of  Calcutta  observes,  that  ^^  The  Pamphlet  in 
the  series  of  Tke  Tracts /or  the  Times^  No.  90,  having  reached  him, 
he  has  substituted  some  remarks  upon  it,  in  place  of  those  which  he 
had  delivered  on  similar,  but  less  open,  invasions  of  our  Thirty- 
nine  Articles  of  Religion.'"  Not  having  had  an  opportunity  of 
meeting  with  the  publication  here  named,  I  am  unable  (except  in 
deference  to  the  very  high  authority  from  which  it  proceeds)  to 
form  a  judgment  concerning  the  grounds  upon  which  this  severe 
censure  rests ;  but  it  will  be  right  my  Olergy  should  understand 
that  this  pamphlet  is  not  included  among  the  works  to  which  my 
remarks  in  the  Charire  were  intended  to  apply. 

6th  December,  1841. 

Carr,  Bishop  op  Bombay. — 1841. 

3.  We  venerate  the  primitive  Fathers  and  Martyrs  of  the 
Christian  Church,  as  examples  of  holiness  and  of  patient  endurance 
in  the  Faith ;  but  they  were  fallible  men  like  ourselves,  and,  as 
authoritative  teachers,  stand  at  an  immeasurable  distance  from  the 
inspired  Apostles  of  our  Blessed  Lord.  Hence  we  are  alarmed  at 
hearing  any  exalt  the  authority  of  the  Traditions  of  the  Fathers  in 
the  interpretation  of  Christian  Doctrine,  or  set  up  any  rule  by  which 
Scripture  is  to  be  interpreted,  except  that  of  comparing  one  part 
with  another  in  a  spirit  of  prayer. 

^'  Let  us  reverently  h^ar,  and  read  Holy  Scripture,  which  is  the  food  of  the 
soul.  Let  us  diligently  search  for  the  well  of  life,  in  the  books  of  the  New 
and  Old  Testament,  and  not  run  to  the  stinking  paddles  of  men's  Traditions, 
(devised  by  men's  imagination,)  for  our  Justification  and  Salvation."  ^'  Head 
it  humbly,  with  a  meek  and  lowly  heart,  to  the  intent  you  may  glorify  God, 
and  not  yourself,  with  the  knowledge  of  it :  and  read  it  not,  without  daily 
praying  to  God,  that  He  would  direct  vour  reading  to  eood  efi^ect ;  and  .take 
upon  you  to  expound  it  no  farther  than  yoil  can  plamly  understand  it." — 
Homily  on  Reading  and  Knowledge  of  Holy  Scripture. 

5.  I  refer  to  these  subjects,  with  a  view  to  caution  you  against 
leaving  the  pure  Word  of  God,  "  which  is  profitable  for  Doctrine, 
for  reproof,  for  instruction  in  righteousness;^  in  which  will  be 
found,  strong  meat  for  those  of  your  flocks  who  may  be  "  of  fiill 
age,''  and  "  milk*"  for  those  who  may  be  as  "  babes.'' 

6.  Let  us,  my  Reverend  Brethren,  in  these  times,  when  some 
would  unduly  exalt  outward  ordinances  and  ceremonies,  and  others 
would  altogether  depreciate  ordinances,  even  to  discarding  the 
observance  of  the  Christian  Sabbath,  and  to  the  neglect,  even  to 
the  supercession  of  the  Christian  Ministry ;  each  party  professing 
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to  aim  at  some  higher  degree  of  spiritaality  and  parity  than  are 
usually  attained,  even  by  the  most  devoted  and  pious  Christians ; 
let  us,  in  these  days,  and  in  these  circumstances,  more  earnestly 
study  the  Scriptures,  and  I  will  add,  in  their  original  languages : 
also  the  Articles  and  the  Homilies  of  our  own  Church.  The  first 
Homily  clearly  and  strongly  sets  forth,  for  our  guidance,  and  for 
our  establishment  in  the  lb  aith,  the  importance  of  turning  away 
from  all  human  compositions,  and  of  giving  diligent  attention  to 
the  reading  of  the  Holy  Scriptures.  In  the  Ordination  of  Priests, 
you  have  engaged,  ''  out  of  the  Scriptures  to  instruct  the  people 
committed  to  your  charge,  and  to  teach  nothing,  as  required  of 
necessity  to  eternal  Salvation,  but  that  which  you  shall  be  per- 
suaded may  be  concluded  and  proved  from  Scripture.**^ 

7.  When  we  see  that  different  and  opposite  views  of  Christian 
truth  are  entertained,  that  there  is  almost  every  shade  of  difference 
in  Doctrine,  and  that  nearly  all  profess  to  find  support  for  their 
sentiments  in  Scripture,  are  we  to  admit  that  there  is  any  uncer- 
tainty about  what  is  the  truth  taught  in  Scripture !  May  not  this 
question  be  answered  by  the  observation,  that  it  is  one  thing  to  seek 
the  truth  in  the  Scriptures,  and  another  thing  to  seek  to  confirm 
sentiments  already  entertained  by  Scripture.  The  language  of  our 
Church  deserves  particular  attention ;  she  declares  her  faith  in  the 
Creeds,  in  the  Articles  and  Homilies ;  but,  above  all,  in  the  Word 
of  God  as  it  stands ; — and  further  states,  that  '*  whatsoever  is  not 
read  therein,  nor  may  be  proved  thereby,  is  not  to  be  required  of 
any  man  that  it  should  be  believed  as  an  Article  of  the  Faith,  or 
be  thought  requisite  or  necessary  to  Salvation.^^  Bead  and  study 
the  Scriptures  themselves  in  their  original  tongues ;  pray  for  the 
teaching  of  the  Holy  Spirit ;  seek  to  be  conformed  in  conduct,  in 
conversation,  in  mind,  in  temper,  and  in  spirit,  to  what  is  taught  in 
the  Word;  remember,  obedience  is  the  path  to  religious  know- 
ledge; "If  any  man  will  do  His  will,  he  shall  know  of  the 
Doctrine."' 

Whatbly,  Archbishop  of  Dublin. — 1841. 

[  ....  If  any  persons  claim  for  any  Traditions  of  the  Church, 
an  authority,  either  paramount  to  Scripture,  or  equal  to  Scripture, 
or  concurrent  with  it,  or,  which  comes  to  the  very  same  thing, 
dedHte  cu  to  the  inferpretaiion  of  Seripture^^  taking  upon  them- 

*  Many  penons  are  bo  accustomed  to  hear  ''the  Tradition  of  the  Primitive 
Church"  spoken  of  as  **  designed  to  be  the  interpreter  qf  Scripture,'''*  that  they 
insensibly  lose  si^ht  of  the  well-known  facts  of  early  Christian  History.  Conformably 
with  thoee  facts,  it  would  be  much  more  correct  to  speak  of  Scripture  as  having  been 
designed  to  be  the  interpreter  qf  Tradition,  For  the  first  Churches  did  not,  it  should 
be  remembered,  receive  their  religion  from  the  Christian  Scriptures,  (as  the  Israelites 
did  theirs  from  the  Book  of  Moses,)  but  from  orcU  teaching. 

To  jpiard  against  the  errors,  and  doubts,  and  defects,  and  corruptions,  to  which  oral 
Tradition  must  ever  be  liable,  the  sacred  book»_a//  of  them  addreteed  to  persons  who 
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selves  to  decide  what  is  "  the  Church/'  and  what  Tradition  is  to 
be  thus  received, — ^these  persons  are  plainly  called  on  to  establish, 
by  miraculous  evidence,  the  claims  they  advance.] 
Vide  Par.  3,  also  Pars.  7—13,  in  Chap.  X. 

were  already  Christians — ^were  provided  as  a  lasting,  pure,  and  authoritative  record  ; 
''that  they  might  know  the  certainty  of  those  tnings  wherein  they  had  been  in- 
structed.'* 

We  find  accordingly,  as  might  have  been  expected,  the  references  to  Scripture, 
in  the  works  of  the  early  Fathers,  less  and  less  frequent  and  exact,  the  higher  we  go 
back  towards  the  days  of  the  Apostles ;  t.  e.  towards  the  time  when  the  Churches  had 
received  Christian  History  and  Doctrines  by  oral  instruction  only. 

The  scattered  notices,  however,  in  the  works  of  the  early  Fathers,  of  facts  and 
Doctrines  substantially  the  same  as  we  find  in  the  Sacred  Books,  and  also  of  those 
books  themselves,  is  a  most  valuable  evidence,  that,  (as  Paley  remarks)  the  Gospel 
which  Christians  have  now,  is  the  same  as  Christians  had  then.  Thb  evidence  has 
been  well  compared  to  that  afforded  by  the  fossil  remains  of  antediluvian  animals 
which  Geologists  have  examined,  and  which  prove  that  elephants,  for  instance, 
and  such  other  animals,  inhabited  the  earth  at  a  certain  remote  period. 

And  it  may  be  added,  that  Naturalists  are  accustomed,  in  examining  fossil  renuuns, 

often  mere  fragments  of  skeletons— to  compare  them  with  such  existing  animiUs  as 

appear  to  be  of  kmdred  nature ;  interpretingy  if  we  may  so  speak,  the  leas  known  by 
the  better  known,  and  thus  forming  reasonable  conjectures  as  to  the  general  appear- 
ance and  character  of  the  fossil  animal  as  it  formerly  existed.  But  no  one  would 
think  of  reversing  this  process,  and  taking  the  fossil  elephant,  for  instance,  as  a 
standard  by  which  to  correct  and  modify  the  description  and  delineation  of  the 
animal  now  existing  among  us. 

Even  so,  when  we  meet  with  any  thing  in  the  Ancient  Fathers,  which  was  likely 
to  have  been  derived  by  Tradition  from  the  Apostles,  the  obviously  rational  procedure 
is,  to  expound  and  interpret  this  by  the  writings  of  the  Apostles  tnat  have  come  down 
to  us.  Kingdom  of  Christ,    Ap.  to  Essay  ii.    Note  H, 

But  neither  the  Reformers  of  our  Church,  nor  any  other  human  being,  could  frame 
any  expressions,  such  as  not  to  admit  of  being  explained  away,  or  the  consequences  of 
them  somehow  evaded,  by  an  ingenious  person,  who  should  resolutely  set  himself  to 
the  task.  And  accordingly,  our  Church  has  been  represented  as  resting  her  Doctrines 
and  her  claims,  on  Scripture  and  Tradition  jointly,  and  "  blended^*  tocher. 

We  have  been  told,  for  instance,  of  a  person  held  up  as  a  model  of  pure  Anglican 
Church  principles^  that  he  "  submitted  to  the  decisions  of  inspiration,  wherever  it  was 
to  be  found,  whether  in  Scripture  or  Antiquity.**  And  again,  we  have  been  told  that 
f '  Rome  differs  from  us  as  to  the  authority  which  she  ascriliKSS  to  Tradition :  she  regards 
it  as  co-ordinate,  our  Divines  as  «tf6-ordinate ;  bs  to  the  way  in  which  it  is  to  be 
employed,  she,  as  independent  of  Holy  Scripture  ;  ours  as  subservient  to,  and  blended 
with  it :  as  /o  its  limits,  she  supposes  that  the  Church  of  Rome  has  the  power  of 
imposing  new  Articles,  necessary  to  be  believed  for  Salvation  ;  ours,  that  all  such 
Articles  were  comprised  at  first  in  the  Creed,  and  that  the  Church  has  only  the 
power  of  clearing,  defining,  and  expounding  these  fixed  Articles.** 

Now,  whether  the  above  description  be  a  correct  one,  as  far  as  regards  the  tenets  of 
the  Church  of  Rome,  I  do  not  pretend  to  decide,  nor  does  it  belongto  my  present 
purpose  to  inquire :  but  the  description  of  the  tenets  of  the  Anglican  Church,  is  such 
as  I  feel  bound  to  protest  against.  If,  indeed,  by  "  u«,**  and  "  our  Divines,**  is  to  be 
.understood  certain  individuals  who  profess  adherence  to  the  Church  of  England,  the 
above  description  is,  no  doubt,  very  correct,  as  far  as  relates  to  thbm  :  but  if  it  be 
meant  that  such  are  the  tenets  of  our  Church  itself,  as  set  forth  in  its  authoritative 
Confession  of  Faith, — the  Articles, — nothing  can  be  more  utterly  unfounded,  and, 
indeed,  more  opposite  to  the  truth.  Our  Church  not  only  does  not  ''  blend  S<»ripture 
with  Tradition,'*  but  takes  the  most  scrupulous  care  to  distinguish  from  every  thing 
else  the  Holy  Scriptures,  as  the  sufficient  and  sole  authoritative  standard. 

Our  Reformers  do  not  merely  omit  to  ascribe  to  any  Creed,  or  other  statement  of 
any  Doctrine,  an  intrinsic  authority,  or  one  derived  from  Tradition,  but,  in  the 
Article  on  the  three  Creeds,  they  take  care  distinctly  to  assign  the  ground  on  which 
those  are  to  be  retained ;  viz.,  that  **they  may  be  proved  by  Holy  Writ.** 

As  for  the  distinction  drawn  between  making  Tradition  on  the  one  hand,  "an 


'^  blend  scripture  with  tradition.'''  211 

Maltby,  Bishop  of  Durham. — 1841. 

11.  They,  who  have  shewn  such  anxiety  to  improve  the  state  of 
religious  feeling  in  this  our  Church,  would  have  done  well  to 
recollect,  when  they  began  to  defer  with  such  implicit  reverence  to 
the  authority  of  the  Fathers,  and  endeavoured  to  trace  the  true 
meaning  of  Revelation  through  the  medium  of  Tradition,  that, 
before  the  Fathers  wrote,  or  any  matter  of  opinion  or  of  fact 
could  be  conveyed  through  those  who  succeeded  them,  there 
existed  the  infallible  Word  of  God,  dictated  by  his  Holy  Spirit, 

authority  co-ordinate  vfUh  Scripture,^*  on  the  other  hand  ''  subordinate  and  blended  with 
Scripture,  I  cannot  but  think  it  worse  than  nugatory.  The  latter  Doctrine  I  have  no 
scruple  in  pronouncing  the  worse  of  the  two  ;  oecause,  while  it  virtually  comes  to  the 
same  thing,  it  is  more  insidious,  and  less  likely  to  aUrm  a  mind  full  of  devout  reve- 
rence for  Scripture. 

When  men  are  told  of  points  of  Faith  which  they  are  to  receive  on  the  authority  of 
Tradition  alone,  quite  independently  of  any  Scripture-warrant,  they  are  not  unlikely 
to  shrink  from  this,  with  a  doubt  or  a  disgust,  which  they  are  often  relieved  from  at 
once,  by  a  renunciation,  in  words,  of  such  a  claim,  and  by  being  assured  that  Scripture 
is  the  supreme  authority,  and  that  Tradition  is  to  be  received  as  its  handmaid  only, — 
as  not  independent  of  it,  but  "subordinate  and  blended  with  it."  And  yet,  if  any 
or  every  part  of  Scripture  is  to  be  interpreted  according  to  a  supix)6ed  authoritative 
Tradition,  and  from  that  interpretation  there  is  to  be  no  appeal,  it  is  plain  that,  to  all 
practical  purposes,  this  comes  to  the  same  thing  as  an  independent  Tradition.  For  on 
this  system,  any  thing  may  be  made  out  of  anything.  The  Jews  may  resort,  whenever 
it  suits  their  purpose,  (and  often  do  J  to  an  appeal  to  their  Scriptures  intsrpretvd 
according  to  Oieir  Tradition,  in  behalf  of  any  thing  they  are  disposed  to  maintain.  I 
remember  conversing,  some  years  ago,  with  an  educated  Jew,  on  the  subject  of  some 
of  their  observances,  and  remarking,  in  the  course  of  the  conversation,  that  their  pro- 
hibition of  eatinz  butter  and  flesh  at  the  same  meal,  rested,  I  supposed,  not,  like 
several  other  prohibitions,  on  the  Mosaic  written  Laws,  but  on  Tradition  alone.  No, 
he  assured  me  it  was  prohibited  in  the  Law.  I  dare  say  my  readers  would  be  as  mudi 
at  a  loss  as  I  was,  to  guess  where.     He  referred  me  to  Exod.  xxiiL  19. 

In  like  manner,  if  an  ordinary  student  In  Scripture  declares  that  he  finds  no  warrant 
there  for  believing  in  the  bodily  presence  of  Chnst  in  the  Eucharist,  and  that  he  finds, 
on  the  contrary,  our  Lord  Himself  decUring  that  *'  it  is  the  Spirit  that  quickeneth** 
(giveth  life) ;  "  the  Jlesh  prqfiteth  nothifig,^''  he  is  told  that  Tradition  directs  us  to  inter- 
pret literally  the  words  "  This  is  my  Body,"  and  that  he  must  not  presume  to  set  up  his 
**  private  judgment"  against  the  interpretation  ;  and  this,  when  perhaps  he  is  assured 
by  the  same  person,  on  similar  grounds,  that  "  the  whole  Bible  is  one  great  Parable  !** 

If,  again,  he  finds  the  Apostles  ordaining  Elders  (Presbyters),  and  never  alluding  to 
any  person,  except  Christ  Himself,  as  bearing  any  such  omce  in  the  Christian  Church 
as  that  of  the  Levitical  Priest  (Hiereus),  he  is  told,  on  the  authority  of  Tradition, 
which  he  must  not  dispute,  that  Presbyter  means  Hiereus,  a  sacrificing  Priest. 
Mahomet's  application  to  himself  of  the  prophecy  of  Jesus,  that  He  would  ''  send 
another  Paraclete,"  or  Comforter,  was  received  by  his  followers  on  grounds  not 
dismmilar ;  that  is,  it  was  an  interpretation  which  he  chose  to  put  on  the  words ;  and 
woe  to  him  who  should  dispute  it ! 

If,  again,  we  find  the  whole  tenor  of  Scripture  opposed  to  Invocation  of  Sainte  and 
Image-worship,  we  may  be  told  that  there  is  a  kind  of  Invocation  of  Saints,  which 
the  Scriptures,  as  interpreted  by  Tradition,  allow  and  encourage.  And  so  on,  to  an 
indefinite  extent ;  just  as  effectoally,  and  almost  as  easily,  as  if  Tradition  had  been  set 
np  Independent  of  Scripture,  instead  of  being  ''blended  with  it,** 

''Tradition,"  and  "Church-interpretation"  are  made,  according  to  this  system, 
subordinate  to,  and  dependent  on  Scripture,  much  in  the  same  waj^  that  some  parasite 
plants  are  dependent  on  the  trees  that  support  them.  The  parasite  at  first  cliuffs  to, 
and  rests  on  the  tree,  which  it  gradually  overspreads  with  its  own  foliage,  till,  by  little 
and  little,  it  weakens  and  completely  smothers  it : — 

'*  Miratarqne  novM  frondet,  et  non  sua  pomA." 

Kingdom  cf  Christ,     Essay  ii.     Sect  24,  25. 
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and  preserved,  for  our  study  and  edification,  by  the  special  care  of 
His  good  Providence.  To  this  one  only  mean  of  truth  and  source 
of  faith  they  should  have  directed  their  unremitting  attention.  In 
the  interpretation  of  dark  passages,  and  the  explanation  of  essential 
Doctrines,  their  learning,  diligence,  and  acuteness,  would  have 
found  ample  scope,  and  might  have  done  good  service  to  the  cause 
of  Sacred  Truth.  In  such  labours,  their  researches  into  Antiquity, 
and  their  acquaintance  with  the  writings  of  the  Fathers,  miffht 
have  been  useful ;  although  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  aid,  which 
may  be  derived  from  such  sources  towards  the  elucidation  of  Holy 
Writ,  has  been  rated  too  highly.  A  thorough  knowledge  of  the 
original  languages,  (of  one  of  which — that  in  which  the  Old  Testa- 
ment is  written, — the  Fathers,  be  it  remembered,  were  almost  all 
ignorant,)  a  study  of  the  works  of  the  best  critical  expounders, 
with  a  careful  weighing  of  different  opinions  and  arguments,  will, 
by  God's  help  implored  in  fervent  but  humble  supplication,  lead  the 
mind  to  a  clearer  perception  of  the  truth  as  it  is  in  Jesus,  than  all 
the  writings  of  the  Fathers ;  and  will  also  put  in  a  striking  point 
of  view  the  little  dependence  that  can  be  placed  on  the  fallacies  or 
sophistries  of  Tradition.  "  Let  us  reverently  hear  and  read  Holy 
Scripture,  which  is  the  food  of  the  soul^'  is  the  exhortation  of  the 
first  of  our  Homilies  ;  and  justly  does  it  call  for  our  compliance  as 
it  proceeds,  though  in  the  quaint  language  of  the  times : — 

"  Let  U8  diligently  search  for  the  Well  of  Life  in  the  Books  of  the  New  and 
Old  Testament,  and  not  run  to  the  stinking  puddles  of  men's  Traditions 

Sevised  hy  men's  imagination)  for  our  Justification  and  Salvation.  For  in 
oly  Scripture  is  fully  contained  what  we  ought  to  do,  and  what  to  eschew, 
what  to  belieye,  what  to  love,  and  what  to  look  for  at  God's  hands  at 
length." 

Monk,  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and  Bristol. — 1841. 

5.  These  writers  speak  of  Scripture  and  Tradition  as  the  two 
channels  in  which  the  Christian  Revelation  has  been  communicated. 
That  they  mean  thereby  to  elevate  Tradition  into  the  same  rank 
with  the  written  Word  of  God,  I  will  not  believe ;  but  the  vulgar 
and  unlearned  may,  and  will  be  induced  to  suppose,  that  such  is 
their  intention ;  and  hence  a  fatal  delusion  may  ensue,  tending  to 
recall  the  various  errors  and  abuses  of  Romanism.  Respecting  the 
sufficiency  of  Scripture,  our  Sixth  Article  of  Religion  is  so  distinct 
and  explicit,  declaring  that  it  contains  all  things  necessary  for 
Salvation,  and  requiring  nothing  to  be  believed,  as  an  Article  of  the 
Faith  but  what  is  contained  therein,  or  can  be  proved  thereby, 
that  upon  this  head  there  hardly  seems  to  be  any  room  for  con- 
troversy among  ourselves.  And  in  regard  to  points  of  discipline, 
our  Church  has  endeavoured  to  preserve  a  similar  rule,  adopting 
the  practices  of  the  earliest  period  which  the  records  of  Christian 
Antiquity  have  preserved ;  but  still,  even  in  these  cases,  appealing 
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for  their  confirmatiou  or  jastification  to  the  Scriptures.  Thus  are 
the  institution  of  Infant  Baptuun,  and  the  observance  of  the  Lord^s 
Day  enjoined,  not  merely  on  the  authority  of  Tradition,  however 
ancient  and  undoubted,  but  because,  though  not  commanded  in 
Scripture,  they  have  the  warranty  of  Scriptural  authority,  inas- 
much as  they  may  fairly  be  inferred  from  what  is  actually  written. 
To  recount  the  evils  which  would  flow  from  a  large  admission  of 
Traditional  authority,  the  present  occasion  would  not  permit.  But 
this  main  distinction  is  never  to  be  lost  sight  of — What  is  found  in 
the  inspired  Scriptures  has  come  to  us  with  the  warranty  of 
Heaven  :  what  is  handed  down  through  other  sources  of  primitive 
belief  rests,  after  all,  upon  the  authority  of  man,  exposed  to  the 
errors,  distortions,  and  corruptions  arising  from  the  ignorance, 
superstition,  or  presumption  of  our  nature,  from  which  the  early 
ages  of  Christianity  were  not  exempt.  Those,  therefore,  who  would 
receive  Tradition  as  a  part  of  Revelation,  must  appeal  to  something 
more  than  earthly  sagacity  and  judgment  to  separate  truth  from 
error;  and  they  will  find  themselves  driven  to  the  necessity  of 
investing^  some  human  authority  with  the  Divine  attribute  of 
Infallibility — that  very  assumption  of  the  Romish  Church,  from 
which  so  many  of  its  corruptions  have  been  derived. 

BowsTEAD,  Bishop  op  Lichfield. — 1841. 

[ A  reaction  which  denies  the  Holy  Scriptures  to  be 

the  sure  Rule  of  Faith,  and  thus  saps  the  foundations  of  Pro- 
testantism.] 

Vids  Par.  5,  in  Chap.  XXIII. 

Stbacuan,  Bishop  of  Toronto. — 1841. 

1.  Our  Church,  my  Reverend  Brethren,  recognises  in  the  truths  of 
Revelation  a  most  invaluable  gift  from  God  to  man  :  not  the  dis- 
coveries of  science,  but  communications  from  heaven ;  and  she 
understands  them  as  they  were  understood  by  the  primitive  disci- 
ples to  whom  they  were  at  first  revealed.  Sne  pronounces  every 
novelty  in  their  interpretation  as  at  once  condemned,  because 
unknown  to  the  first  recipients  of  God''s  holy  will ;  and  she  admits 
of  no  sure  way  of  getting  at  their  interpretation,  but  by  tracing  it 
backwards  to  the  first  witnesses. 

2.  Hence,  the  writings  of  the  Fathers,  or  early  Christian  authors, 
are  valuable,  not  so  much  for  the  opinions  they  contain,  as  for  the 
facts  which  they  attest.  Matters  of  fact  are  capable  of  historical 
proof,  and  therefore  each  particular  Doctrine  is  susceptible  of  the 
test,  by  which  we  ascertain  whether  it  was  received  in  the  Church 
from  the  beginning.  If  so  received,  it  becomes  our  duty  to  submit 
our  private  judgment  to  the  Catholic  voice  of  Antiquity. 

3.  Now,  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer  contains  all  those  Doctrines 
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of  Scripture  which  were  acknowledged  and  believed  by  the  Church 
Universal  in  the  primitive  age,  and  rejects  any  other  as  spurious 
and  unsound,  or  supported  by  insufficient  evidence  ;  and  in  this  we 
perceive  the  just  and  reasonable  limit  which  she  places  on  private 
judgment, — a,  limit  readily  admitted  by  the  most  scrupulous  in  all 
matters.  To  ascertain  the  customs  and  manners  of  the  Romans, 
for  example, — their  policy,  jurisprudence,  and  principles  of  religion, 
— we  have  recourse  to  their  ancient  records,  and  historians,  and  we 
would  hold  in  contempt  the  man  who  preferred  to  such  authorities 
his  own  vague  and  foolish  conjectures.  And  is  it  not  still  more 
necessary,  in  order  to  guard  against  errors  in  our  religious  inquiries, 
to  have  recourse  to  the  Scriptures,  which  are  the  early  records  of 
Christianity,  and  to  their  most  ancient  expounders. 

4.  The  Scriptures  possess  an  authority  of  their  own,  wholly 
distinct  from,  and  superior  to,  any  other  records  of  former  times. 
They  have  been  deposited  from  the  first  in  the  Church,  and  their 
true  interpretation,  as  regards  their  great  Doctrines,  must,  of 
necessity,  be  that  which  she  has  declared  in  her  authorized  formu- 
laries and  Creeds.  These  Creeds,  and  a  great  portion  of  the 
formularies  of  the  primitive  Church,  have  been  adopted  by  ours,  so 
far  as  they  can  be  clearly  proved  by  Scripture.  For  the  Church  of 
England  requires  nothing  to  be  believed  as  necessary  to  Salvation, 
but  that  which  is  either  plainly  contained  in  the  revealed  Word  of 
God,  or  may  be  clearly  proved  therefrom.  She  gives  countenance 
to  no  loose  fancies,  whether  termed  Evangelical  or  Catholic,  but 
appeals  to  the  Bible,  and  insists  only  upon  such  Doctrines  as  may 
be  proved  to  be  historical  facts,  derived  from  the  Apostles,  and 
retained  in  the  Church  from  the  first.  Such  is  the  acknowledged 
basis  on  which  the  Church  of  England  establishes  her  principles, 
and  proves  herself  Catholic  and  Apostolic. 

Sumner,  Bishop  of  Winchester. — 1841. 

8.  There  is  pound,  again,  for  fear,  if  we  are  in  peril  of  losing 
sight  of  the  opinion  of  Bishop  Hall,  that  the  chief  ground  of  all 
the  errors  of  the  Church  of  Rome  is  the  overvaluing  of  Tradition  ; 
or  of  the  cautious  warning  of  Bishop  Jewel,  that  we  may  in 
no  wise  believe  the  Churches  themselves,  unless  they  say  such 
things  as  are  agreeable  to  the  Scriptures ;  if  we  derogate  from  the 
exclusive  Supremacy  of  the  Word,  as  containing  all  things  neces- 
sary to  Salvation,  by  a  phraseology  which,  in  effect,  gives  a 
co-ordinate  authority  to  the  interpretation  of  Antiquity,  instead  of 
making  the  Church,  with  our  Article,  "a  witness  and  a  keeper 
of  Holy  Writ ;" — or  if,  finally,  instead  of  taking  Holy  Scripture, 
with  Bishop  Taylor,  as  '^  a  full  and  sufficient  Rule  to  Christians  .  . 
.  .  .  because  there  is  no  other,^*  we  distinguish  '^  two  instruments 

•  Second  Part  of  the  Dissuasive  from  Popery,  sect.  II.,  Works,  vol.  x.  p.  384. 
See  also  the  Rule  of  Conscience,  book  IL  chap.  iii.  rule  xiv.    «  That  the  Scnptures 
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of  GbristiaD  teaching, — Holy  Scripture  and  tlie  Church  :'^  and  after 
adjusting  their  respective  offices,  so  as  to  establish,  not  an  exclusive, 
but  a  combined  or  joint  Rule  of  Faith,  conclude,  that  in  the  sei^se 
in  which  the  phrase  '^  is  commonly  understood  at  this  day,  Scrip- 
tare,  it  is  plain,  is  not^  on  Anglican  principles,  the  Rule  of  Faith  ."^ 
What  is  this,  but  to  imply,  in  spirit,  if  not  in  terms,  a  double 
revelation  !♦ 

•  Tract  90,  pp.  6,  7,  11. 

Take  first  the  language  of  the  Tracts  in  the  order  of  their  appearance. 

^'  The  intelligible  argument  of  Ultra-Protestantism  may  be  taken,  and  we 
may  say,  ^the  Bible,  and  nothing  but  the  Bible;'  but  this  is  an  unthankful 
rejection  of  another  great  gift,  equally  from  God,  such  as  no  true  Anglican 
can  tolerate."— TVac^  71,  p.  8. 

^*  Catholic  Tradition  teaches  revealed  truth.  Scripture  proves  it ;  Scripture 
is  the  document  of  Faith,  Tradition  the  witness  of  it ;  tne  true  Creed  is  the 
Catholic  interpretation  of  Scripture,  or  Scripturally  proved  Tradition;  Scripture 
by  itself  teaches  mediately,  and  proves  decisively ;  Tradition  by  itself  proves 
negatively,  and  teaches  positively ;  Scripture  and  Tradition,  taken  together, 
are  the  joint  Rule  of  Faith.** — Trtict  78,  p.  2.  In  this,  to  use  the  language 
of  Bishop  Meade,  *^  there  is  one  great  defect,  that  it  puts  Scripture  in  the 
back-ground,  whereas  the  Church  should  teach  chiefly  by  it,  and  not  merely 
keep  it  for  proof." — Sermon  at  the  consecration  of  the  Bight  Hev.  Stephen 
EiUotty  by  the  Right  Rev,  William  Meade^  D.D.,  Assistant  Bishop  of 
Virginia.    Appendix,  chap,  ii.,  p.  48. 

^  As  to  the  nondescript  system  of  religion  now  in  fashion,  that  nothing  is  to 
be  believed  but  what  is  clearly  in  Scripture,  that  all  its  own  Doctrines  are 
clearly  there,  and  none  other,  and  that,  as  to  history,  it  is  no  matter  what  it 
says,  and  what  it  does  not  say,  except  so  far,  that  it  must  be  used  to  prove 
the  canonicity  of  Scripture,  this  will  come  before  us  again  and  again,  in  the 
following  lectures.  Suffice  that  it  has  all  the  external  extravagance  of  lati- 
tndinarianism,  without  its  internal  consistencv.  Latitudinarianism  b  con- 
sistent, because  it  is  intellectually  deeper.  Botn,  however,  are  mere  theories 
in  Geology,  and  ought  to  be  discarded  by  serious  men." — Tract  85,  p.  26, 

*^  All  ProtestantG^  them  in  this  country,  Churchmen,  Presbyterians,  Baptists, 
Arminians,  Calvinists,  Lutherans,  Friends,  Independents,  'Wesleyans,  Uni- 
tarians, and  whatever  other  sect  claims  the  Protestant  name,  all  who  consider 
the  Bible  as  the  one  standard  of  Faith,  and  much  more,  if  they  think  it  the 
standard  of  morals  and  discipline,  are  more  or  less  in  this  difficulty."-^ 
lb.  p.  29. 

^*  Both  the  history  of  its  composition,  (of  the  Bible,}  and  its  internal 
strncture,  are  against  its  being  a  complete  depository  of  the  Divine  will,  unless 
the  early  Church  says  that  it  is.  Now  the  early  Church  does  not  tell  us  this. 
It  does  not  seem  to  have  considered  that  a  complete  code  of  morals,  or  of 
Church  government^  or  of  ritesy  or  of  discipline,  ia  in  Scripture ;  and  therefore, 
1M>  far,  the  original  improbability  remains  in  force.  Again  this  antecedent 
improbability  tells,  even  in  the  case  of  the  Doctrines  of  Faiili,  as  far  as  this, 
but  it  reconciles  us  to  the  necessity  of  gaining  them  indirectly  from  Scripture, 
for  it  is  a  near  thing,  (if  I  may  so  speak,}  that  they  are  in  Scripture  at  all ; 
the  wonder  is,  that  they  are  a// there;  humanly  judging,  they  would  not  be 
there  but  for  God's  interposition ;  and,  therefore,  since  they  are  there  by  a  sort 
of  accident,  it  is  not  strange  they  shall  be  but  latent  there,  and  only  indirectly 
producible  thence.''— ifr.  pp.  33,  34. 

are  not  a  perfect  Rule  of  Faith  and  Manners,  but  that  Tradition  is  to  be  added  to 

make  it  a  full  repository  of  the  Divine  will,  is  affirmed  by  the  Church  of  Rome.*' 

Works,  vol.  xiii.  p.  97. 
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*^  The  voice  of  God,  whether  oral  or  written,  ^  the  traditions  which  we  hare 
heen  taught,  whether  by  word  or  epistle,'  St  Paul  has  pointed  out  as  the 
andior  we  are  to  hold  by." — Tract  86,  p.  40. 

*^  Scripture  was  never  intended  to  teach  Doctrine  to  the  many." — Newman 
on  JRomanum,  p.  189. 

*'  She  (the  Church)  is  ever  Divinely  guided  to  teach  the  truth ;  her  witness 
el  the  Christian  Faith  is  a  matter  of  promise,  as  well  as  duty ;  her  discernment 
of  it  is  secured  by  a  heavenly,  as  well  as  human  rule.     She  is  indefectible  in 

it,  and not  only  transmits  the  Faith  by  human  means,  but  has  a 

supernatural  gift  for  that  purpose." — 16.,  pp.  232,  233. 

^'  The  Church  Catholic  is  unerring  in  its  declarations  of  faith  on  saving 

Doctrines will  never  depart  from  those  outlines  of  Doctrine  which 

the  Apostles  formerly  published."— ii&.,  pp.  259,  260. 

^'  Scripture  is  the  foundation  of  the  Creed ;  but  belief  in  Scripture  is  not  the 
foundation  of  belief  in  the  Creed." — J6.,  p.  290. 

^'  I  cannot  allow  that  a  revelation,  if  made,  must  necessarily  be  plain,  or 
that  faith  requires  clear  knowledge ;  and  that,  in  consequence,  the  uncertain 
character,  suppoung  it,  of  Catholic  Tradition,  is  a  decisive  objection  to  its 
being  considered  a  Divine  informant  in  religious  matters." — i^.,  p.  329. 

^'  If  one  external  means  of  information  (the  Word)  is  admitted  as  inter- 
vening between  the  Holy  Ghost  and  the  soul,  why  not  another  (the  Church?*') 
— yetoman*s  Lectures  an  the  Churchy  p.  87. 

^'  The  Divinity  of  Traditionary  religion. — Newman's  ArianSyf,  87. 

<«  Your  trumpery  principle  about  Scripture  being  the  sole  Rule  of  Faith  in 
fundamentals,  (I  nauseate  the  word,^  is  but  a  mutilated  edition,  without  the 
breadth  and  axiomatic  character  of  tne  original." — Froude's  Remains,  vol.  i., 
p.  294. 

I  add  some  anonymous  extracts,  in  which  the  progress  of  the  theory  is  very 
observable. 

*^  He  (Mr.  Froude)  was  one  of  those  who,  feeling  strongly  the  inadequacy 
of  their  own  intellects  to  guide  them  to  religious  truth,  are  prepared  to  tnrow 
themselves  unreservedly  on  revelation,  wherever  found,  in  Scripture  or 
Antiquity." — British  Critic^  No.  54,  p.  224.  And  again,  after  speakinff  of  his 
studying  Hebrew,  and  the  Ante-Nicene  Fathers— *•*  It  is  most  striking  to 

observe  a  mind  like  the  author  s prepared  on  principle  to  submit 

himself  almost  unlimitedly  to  the  unproved  dicta  of  superior  goodness,  or  to 
what  was — or  was  likely  to  be— the  voice  of  revelation." — /&.,  p.  213. 

"  We  wish  our  author  (the  writer  of  Tract  86)  had  entered  a  more  decided 
protest  than  he  has  against  the  common  Protestant  objection  to  the  practice  of 
extreme  unction.  The  case  of  that  practice  is  a  proof  of  the  danger  of  going 
by  Scripture  only.  The  real  disproof  of  it  is  surely  in  the  want  of  CaUiolic 
consent ;  for,  as  to  the  passage  of  St.  James,  on  which  Protestants  are  apt  to 
insist,  we  confess,  it  seems  to  us,  as  far  as  it  goes,  to  make  for,  and  not  against, 
the  practice." — 16.,  vol.  xxvii.  p.  259. 

*^Now  to  the  Catholic  Christian,  as  we  have  already  intimated,  the  un- 
catholic  appearance  of  Scripture,  putting  it  at  the  highest,  is  a  subject  of  not 
even  momentary  perplexity.  He  does  not,  like  the  Protestant,  proftss  that 
the  Bible  only  is  At>  Kule  of  Faith  and  practice ;  he  interprets  it  by  the  Church, 
as  well  as  the  Church  by  it.  The  Faith  and  practice  of  the  Church  Universal 
he  knows  it  cannot  really  discredit,  for,  as  we  have  said,  the  language  of  the 
Spirit  is  but  one ;  and  the  unequivocal  voice  of  Christendom  is  as  certainly 
the  expression  of  the  *mind  of  the  Spirit,'  as  Holy  Scripture  itself.  The 
Scripture  appears  to  go  against  the  Church,  he  distrusts,  not  the  Church,  not 
the  Scripture,  but  his  own  erring  iuderaent ;  and  when  he  comes  to  look  more 
deeply  into  Scripture  itself,  with  tne  hel])  of  the  light,  without  which  it  was 
never  meant  to  be  examined,  he  is  satisfied  of  the  shallowness  of  his  first 
criticism.  But  besides  this,  he  has  much  more  reason  to  trust  the  voice  of  the 
Church  than  his  first  off-hand  judgment  of  the  Scripture  text.      He  has 
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Mant,  Bishop  of  Down  and  Connor,  and  Dromore. — 1842. 

7.  Be  it,  then,  our  first  caution,  not  to  deviate  from  our  National 
Chnrch,  by  adopting  any  guide  to  faith  or  practice,  other  than  that 
which  the  Church  herself  acknowledges  and  prescribes. 

8.  To  elevate  Tradition  into  an  authority,  independent  of,  and 
paramount  to,  the  written  Word  of  Ood,  was  the  fatal  error  on 
which  the  Bomish  Church  made  shipwreck;  to  reduce  Tradition 
to  its  secondary  station,  and  to  value  it  as  subordinate  only,  and 
auxiliary  to  God^s  Word,  contained  in  Holy  Scripture,  was  the 
first  step  to  our  religious  Reformation.  Holy  Scripture,  with 
respect  to  matters  of  faith,  is  pronounced  by  the  Church  to 
'*  contain  all  things  necessary  to  Salvation  ;^*  and  with  respect  to 
practice,  in  the  decreeing  of  Bites  and  Ceremonies,  she  pronounces 

known  the  Chuch  longer  than  the  Scriptures;  the  Soriptuies,  perhaps,  ^trom 
a  child,'  but  the  Church  from  an  in&nt.  He  is  bom  into  the  Church,  when 
a  few  days,  or  a  few  weeks  old,  his  eyes  open  upon  a  visible  system ;  and  he 
comes,  when  he  comes,  to  the  studv  of  the  Bible,  with  a  heart  pre-engaged  to 
the  Church,  and  a  mind  pre-occupied  with  Catholic  impressions.  He  does  not 
apply  himself  to  the  Bible,  with  the  view  of  testing  the  relieious  discipline  in 
which  he  has  been  nurtured ;  as  well  might  we  think  of  his  proceeding  to 
investigate,  upon  Scriptural  principles,  the  claims  of  his  parents  or  instructors. 
On  the  contrary,  he  is  led  to  the  scriptures  bv  the  hand  of  his  spiritual  mother, 
and  reads  them  under  her  eye.  He  has  been  long  encompassed  by  Ecclesiastical 
associations,  which  haunt  him  along  the  path  of  religious  study,  correct  his 
critical  impatience,  and  solve  many  Scripture  difficulties,  far  better  than  the 
best  of  individual  commentators.  As  long  as  he  can  remember  any  thing,  he 
has  said  his  prayers  on  his  knees;  the  world  has  not  looked  to  him  quite  the 
same  on  holy  days  as  on  work  days ;  nor  would  it  have  seemed  so  natural  to 
him  to  talk  loud  m  a  Church,  as  in  a  room."— 76.,  No.  60,  pp.  485,  436.  See 
also  On  Romanism^  pp.  308 — 310. 

**  If  it  were  His  purpose  to  appoint  two  conditions  of  spiritual  light,  it  would 
seem  quite  in  keeping  with  the  ways  of  his  Providence,  that  He  should  put 
his  servants  upon  the  use  of  both  necessary  helps  to  the  understanding  of  his 
will^  by  forcing  upon  their  notice  the  inadequacy  to  this  end  of  the  one  without 
the  other."— 16.,  pp.  436,  437. 

^  That  the  Bible,  then,  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Church,  to  be  dealt  with  in 
such  a  wav  as  the  Church  shall  consider  best  for  the  expression  of  her  own 
mind  at  the  time  ....  this  may  surely  be  considered  as  a  Catholic  axiom." 
26.,  p.  453.  This  disposes  at  once  of  one  of  the  constituents  of  the  famous 
axiom — ''  Quod  semper,"  &c. 

Compare  with  the  foreffoine  extracts  the  following  remarks  by  Bishop 
Marsh,  on  the  Sixth  Article  of  our  Church. 

*'  Our  Sixth  Article  ....  instead  of  describing  the  toted  Rule  of  Faith,  as 
composed  of  two  partial  Rules  of  Faith,  viz.,  Scripture  and  Tradition, — 
instead  of  describing  Tradition,  or  the  unwritten  word,  as  equal  in  authority 
wltii  Scripture,  or  the  written  word— gives  the  whole  authority  to  Scripture 
alone." — Comparative  VieWy  p.  22.  And  again — *'  The  Council  of  Trent  had 
acknowledged  two  equal  and  independent  authorities,  as  foundations  of  Doc- 
trines. Our  Sixth  Article  declaiies,  that  there  is  only  one  such  authority, 
and  rejects  entirely  and  absolutely  Tradition  as  a  Rule  of  Faith.  The 
Twentieth  and  Twenty-first  Articles  are  no  less  decisive." 

^  The  rejection  of  Tradition,  as  a  Rule  of  Faith,  was  the  vital  principle  of 
the  Reformation." 
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it  to  be  ''  not  lawful  for  her  to  ordain  any  thing  that  is  contrary  to 
God's  Word  written;'* 

9.  The  Ghnrch,  indeed,  cherishes  and  professes  a  high  respect  for 
the  sentiments  of  the  ancient  Doctors  and  Bishops  of  the  early 
Church,  as  best  qualified,  by  their  opportunities  of  time  and  place, 
to  illustrate  and  aid  the  true  interpretation  of  the  written  Word 
of  Grod ;  and  as  embodying  the  sentiments  of  those  ancient  Doctors, 
she  has  regarded,  with  special  veneration,  the  decrees  of  the  first 
four  General  Councils, — those  of  Nice,  of  Constantinople,  of  Ephe- 
sus,  and  of  Chalcedon.  But  whilst  she  protests  that  ''things 
ordained  by  them  as  necessary  to  Salvation,  have  neither  strength 
nor  authority,  unless  it  may  be  declared  that  they  be  taken  out  of 
Holy  Scripture,''f  so  she  receives  them  only  upon  the  ground 
of  their  ordinances  being  of  Scriptural  origin. 

10.  Thus,  in  the  Council  of  Nice,  it  was  decided,  that  the  Son  is 
truly  God,  of  the  same  substance  with  the  Father;  in  that  of 
Constantinople,  that  the  Holy  Ghost  is  also  truly  God;  in  the 
Council  of  Ephesus,  the  Divine  nature  was  affirmed  to  be  truly 
united  in  Christ  to  the  human,  and  with  it  to  constitute  one 
person ;  and  in  the  Council  of  Chalcedon  both  natures  were  affirmed 
to  remain  distinct,  and  that  the  human  nature  was  not  swallowed 
up  in  the  Divine.  But  why  does  the  Church  receive  these  Decrees 
of  the  Four  Councils  I  Is  it  upon  the  authority  of  the  Decrees 
themselves  i  Surely  not ;  but  because  they  have  their  foundation 
in  Holy  Writ.  "  These  truths,''  as  Bishop  Burnet  says,  "  we  find 
in  the  Scriptures,  and  therefore  we  believe  them:  we  reverence 
those  Councils  for  the  sake  of  their  Doctrine;  but  we  do  not 
believe  the  Doctrine  for  the  authority  of  the  Councils."} 

11.  Thus,  again,  with  respect  to  the  Athanasian  Creed,  which  is 
a  practical  application  of  these  Decrees,  setting  forth  that  the  Son 
and  Holy  Ghost,  who  are  each  truly  God,  are,  in  the  unity  of  the 
Godhead,  justly  the  objects  of  Divine  worship.  But  here  also  the 
Church  maintains  this  position,  not  because  the  Athanasian  Creed 
asserts  it,  but  because  the  Creed  may  be  "  proved,  by  most  certain 
warrants  of  Holy  Scripture,  and,  therefore,  ought  to  be  thoroughly 
received  and  believed."§ 

12.  Let  us,  however,  put  a  dificrent  case.  Let  us  suppose  that  the 
ancient  Doctors  of  the  Church  were  favourable  to  an  opinion  and  a 
practice  agreeable  thereto,  not  of  an  indifferent  nature,  such 
as  might  be  safely  and  harmlessly  embraced,  but  involving  a 
Theological  Doctrine,  would  it  be  consistent  with  the  principles 
of  the  Church  to  follow  such  an  example,  if  it  could  not  be  shewn 
to  rest  upon  Holy  Scripture,  but  were  "rather  repugnant  to  the 
Word  of  God  r|| 

13.  I  will  put  the  question  in  a  specific  form.     Let  us  suppose 

*  Articles  vi.  and  xx. 
t  Art  xxi.  t  Bp.  Burnet  on  Art.  xx.  §  Art.  viii.  II  Art.  xxiL 
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that  the  ancient  Doctors  of  the  Church  were  fayourable  to  the 
usage  of  Prayers  for  the  dead :  an  usage  which  presupposes  that 
the  dead  are  capable  of  being  profited  by  the  prayers  of  the 
sarrivors;  for  otherwise  the  prayers  were  nugatory;  but  such 
a  supposition  is  unfounded,  and  gratuitous  at  least,  not  to  say 
at  variance  with  Ood'^s  written  Word :  an  usage  which  supposes 
likewise  that  such  prayers  are  agreeable  to  God'^s  will  and  pleasure; 
but  this  supposition  also  is  without  Scriptural  foundation,  or, 
if  it  have  foundation,  it  makes  the  usage  matter  of  obligation 
rather  than  of  permission ;  and,  instead  of  leaving  it  to  the  option 
of  the  Church,  imposes  it  on  her  as  a  duty.  But  supposing  the 
practice  of  the  Doctors  of  the  ancient  Church  to  be  precedents  for 
Prayers  for  the  dead,  would  it  be  a  fit  example  for  our  National 
Church  to  follow,  in  accordance  with  her  declared  principles  I 

14.  The  answer  shall  be  given  in  the  language  of  the  Church,  in 
her  "  Homily  concerning  Prayer.**' 

^*  Now  to  entreat  of  that  Question,  whether  we  ought  to  pray  for  them  that 
are  departed  out  of  this  world,  or  no  ?  Wherein,  if  we  will  deave  only  unto 
the  W  ord  of  God,  then  must  we  needs  grant,  that  we  have  no  commandment 
so  to  do.** 

Again : — 

*^  Therefore  let  ns  not  deceive  ourselves,  thinking  that  either  we  ma^  help 
other,  or  other  may  help  us  by  their  good  and  charitable  prayers  in  tmie  to 
come." 

And  again : — 

^  Neither  let  us  dream  anv  more,  that  the  souls  of  the  dead  are  any  thing  at 
all  holpen  by  our  prayers :  but,  as  the  Scripture  teacheth  us,  let  us  think  that 
the  soul  of  man,  passing  out  of  the  body,  goeth  straightways  either  to  heaven, 
or  else  to  hell,  whereof  the  one  needeth  no  prayer,  the  other  is  without 
redemption." 

15.  The  fact  is,  that  this  practice  of  praying  for  the  dead  is  not 
recognised  in  the  sacred  Scriptures  of  Christianity,  by  way  either 
of  precept  or  of  example.  In  the  Apostolical  age,  in  the  first 
century,  no  such  practice  was  known.  It  had  its  origin  in  the 
curiosities  of  the  second  century,  and  by  degrees  became  more 
widely  spread  and  more  firmly  established,  but  with  no  other 
authority  than  custom. 

1 6.  Before  the  Reformation,  it  was  admitted  generally,  if  not 
universally.  At  the  Reformation  it  was  abolished  by  our  Church ; 
who,  having  at  first  retained  it  in  her  Liturgy,  subsequently  saw 
better  reason  to  displace  it,  and  left  it  altogether  out  of  her 
Common  Prayer  Book.  In  times  succeeding  the  Reformation, 
some  of  our  Divines  have  spoken  with  tenderness  of  the  practice, 
but  it  has  received  no  countenance  or  encouragement  from  our 
National  Church. 

17.  Nor  has  any  attempt  been  made  for  reviving  it  in  the  use  of 
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her  members,  till  of  later  jears,  first  by  the  Non-Jubimo^  OUrgj/^ 
sarly  in  the  eighteenth  century^  and  now  in  the  nineteenth  hy  some  of 
our  brethren^  whose  proceedinye  are  the  subject  of  our  present  inquiry. 
With  them  it  rests  upon  the  precedent  of  the  ancient  Catholie 
Church,  independently  of  the  guide  which  our  Church  recognises 
and  prescribes :  a  precedent  which,  if  consistently  followed,  would 
lead  to  very  serious  and  dangerous  consequences ;  for,  if  Prayers 
for  the  dead  be  revived  in  the  Church,  as  an  ancient  Catholic 
practice,  of  which  we  have  the  evidence,  for  instance,  of  Tertullian, 
in  the  second  century,  why  should  not  the  practice  of  offering 
annual  oblations  at  the  tombs  of  the  dead  be  restored  on  the  same 
authority  i  Why  should  not  the  practice  of  making  a  cross  on  the 
breast  upon  every  trivial  occasion  be  also  revived!  a  practice  so 
general,  that,  as  Tertullian  also  relates,  not  a  shoe  could  be  put  on 
by  a  Christian,  until  he  had  thas  testified  his  reliance  on  the  Cross 
of  Christ.*  How,  in  a  word,  shall  we  resist  that  host  of  super* 
stitious  usages,  which,  on  the  authority  of  Catholic  Antiquity,  the 
Romanists  will  be  ready  to  pour  in  upon  us,  and  which,  the  prin- 
ciple being  once  admitted,  we  shall  find  it  impossible  to  controvert 
and  repel !  So  important  is  it,  on  account  of  the  consequences,  as 
well  as  of  the  principle,  that  we  should  adhere  to  the  guidance  of 
Holy  Scripture,  which  our  National  Church  acknowledges  and 
prescribes. 

MusoRAVE,  Bishop  of  Hereford. — 1842. 

1.  And  now.  Reverend  Brethren,  I  would  willingly  bring  this 
address  to  a  close,  and  after  a  few  words  of  exhortation,  send  you 
away  in  peace.  But  some  topics  still  remain,  on  which  I  must 
make  some  brief  remarks.  The  Clergy  in  large  towns,  or  with 
populous  and  extensive  cures,  find  their  time  almost  wholly  occu- 
pied with  pastoral  and  parochial  duty,  leaving  them  often  but 
uncertain  chances  of  prosecuting  their  studies,  and  of  adding  to 
that  stock  of  knowledge  with  which  they  began  their  career,  that 
further  **  learning  which  cometh  by  opportunity  of  leisure.'^  With 
us,  in  this  Diocese,  the  case  is  not  so.  Your  duties  in  general  are 
not  onerous,  and  you  have  much  time  at  command.  You  will 
endeavour,  especially  the  younger  among  you,  to  keep  pace  with 
the  increasing  intelligence,  in  order  to  satisfy  the  increasing 
demands  of  the  age,  that  you  may  take  and  maintain  your  proper 


*  Bishop  Kaye  on  Tertullian,  pages  346  and  466. 


s  See  Mr.  Palmbr*8  Account  of  the  Views  of  the  NoN-JuRoas,  and  of  the  *'  very 
powerful  influence  exerdsed  by  their  Theology  over  the  wrUert  qfthe  TracU.^^^^upra, 
note  5,  page  96.-.The  italics,  See.,  in  the  text  are  not  his  Lordshipy-^En. 
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2.  Mach  of  the  comparaiiye  leisure  which  it  is  your  lot  to  enjoy, 
should  be  devoted  to  professional  study,  and  in  addition  to  the 
Sacred  Writings  themselves,  you  will  not  &il  to  bestow  some  care 
on  those  of  the  earliest  ages  of  the  Christian  Church.  To  enter- 
tain no  respect  for  the  authority  of  past  ages,  savours  of  vanity  and 
self-esteem.  But  Antiquity  must  not  be  lifted  out  of  its  place — ^it 
must  ever  be  subordinate  to  Scripture ;  nor  must  every  claim  to  it 
be  too  easily  credited,  nor  our  veneration  extended  too  far. 

3.  If  we  except  the  inspired  pages  of  the  New  Testament,  very 
scanty  are  the  genuine  remains  of  the  first  century  of  the  Christian 
era — and  they  may  soon  be  read.  But,  in  perusing  them,  and 
some  of  the  best  of  the  more  voluminous  authors  of  the  three 
following  centuries,  your  labour  will  be  profitably  recompensed. 
You  must  read  them,  however,  warily,  as  Cardinal  Bellarmine 
speaks,  and  with  caution,  exercising  your  own  judgment  on  their 
interpretation  of  Scripture,  and  not  be  led  away  by  their  fondness 
for  allegory ;  nor  by  their  fanciful  habit  of  spiritualizing  every 
thing. 

4.  You  need  not  pin  your  faith  upon  their  writings,  as  if  they 
were  the  work  of  inspired  men,  for  it  does  not  appear  either  that 
they  possessed  or  claimed  any  miraculous  powers,  or  extraordinary 
spiritual  gifts ;  or  that  they  were  aided  any  further  than  by  those 
ordinary  operations  of  the  Spirit  of  Ood,  which  are  vouchsafed,  in 
our  day,  as  well  as  in  theirs,  to  every  sincere  and  devout  inquirer 
after  Divine  truth.  They  were,  doubtless,  influenced  by  their  own 
education  and  habits  of  life,  by  their  situation,  by  the  learning, 
philosophy,  and  circumstances  of  their  times.  Even  when  ortho- 
dox, they  were  not  always  precise  enough  in  their  language,  nor 
sufficiently  guarded.  In  disputing  with  heretics,  they  were  often 
hasty  and  wrong.  They  frequently  contradict  themselves,  or  each 
other,  and  when  supposed  to  express  the  sentiments  of  the  Church 
at  large,  are  but  delivering  their  own. 

5.  Yet,  with  all  these,  and  other  abatements,  their  testimony  has 
been  of  utmost  importance  in  deciding  on  some  high  points  of 
controversy,  which  from  time  to  time  have  arisen.  As  witnesses 
to  facts,  to  the  events  of  Ecclesiastical  history,  to  the  form  of 
Church  government,  to  ritual  injunctions,  to  ceremonial  observances, 
to  the  practice  of  their  respective  localities,  and  to  the  canonicity 
of  the  Scriptures,  they  are  invaluable. 

6.  But  we  do  them,  as  well  as  ourselves,  grievous  wrong,  if  we 
carry  our  admiration  so  &r  as  to  imagine  that  we  ought  to  receive 
their  statements  of  Doctrine,  as  of  Divine  and  Apostolical  autho* 
rity,  and  therefore,  almost,  or  every-whit,  as  binding  on  our  belief 
and  conscience,  as  the  Scriptures  themselves  ;  for,  except  in  so  far 
as  the  same  Doctrines  can  be  proved  from  Scripture,  no  testimony 
of  any  number  of  these  early  writers  can  be  binding  upon  us.  To 
the  testimony  of  Scripture,  and  to  that  alone,  they  were  themselves 
in  the   constant   habit  of  appealing  for  decision  of  controversy 
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during  several  of  the  first  centuries,  little  dreaming  of  the  use  that 
after  ages  would  make  of  their  incidental  notices,  and  of  the 
unreasonable  claims  that  would  be  set  up  in  their  behalf. 

7.  Read  these  authors,  and  vou  will  soon  discover  into  what 
egregious  errors  many  of  them  fell — a  thing  not  much  to  be  won- 
dered at,  seeing  that  very  many  of  them  had  been  but  newly 
converted  from  Heathenism,  and  were  endowed  with  no  greater 
spiritual  help  than  any  of  you  may  attain,  if,  with  lowliness  of 
mind,  and  with  sincerity  of  heart  and  purpose,  you  apply  to  the 
fountain  of  all  spiritual  light  and  energy ;  or  take  as  many  of  these 
writers  as  have  come  down  to  our  times,  and  you  will  find  that 
there  is  scarcely  iany  one  Traditive  interpretation  of  Scripture — or 
any  one  Article  of  belief  essentially  necessary  to  Salvation,  in  which 
they  afibrd  an  unanimous  and  consentient  testimony,  except  where 
the  same  can  be  ascertained  without  their  aid  from  the  inspired 
Word  of  God ;  nor,  except  in  some  essential,  and,  among  ourselves, 
undisputed  points,  is  there  that  harmony  and  agreement  which  will 
justify  any  rational  man  in  considering  their  authority,  in  such 
matters,  supreme,  or  their  judgment  decisively  binding  on  our 
consciences ;  so  that,  in  estimating  the  value  of  their  testimony, 
the  noted  rule  of  Vincent  of  Lirins,  '^  quod  semper^  ubique^  et  ah 
omnihusy'*  may  be  safely  adopted ;  for,  if  honestly  inquired  into, 
and  authenticated,  it  will  not  greatly  encumber  your  minds  by 
multiplying  Articles  of  belief. 

8.  In  the  impossibility  of  determining  whether  any  single 
Doctrine  of  Apostolical  origin  or  authority  be  exclusively  contained 
in  the  writings  of  the  earlier  Fathers,  we  need  not  be  under  any 
alarm  as  to  the  sufficiency  of  a  foundation  for  our  Faith  to  rest 
on.  For  this,  we  can  have  recourse  to  genuine  and  primitive 
Antiquity,  acknowledged  to  be  such  on  all  hands,  in  the  Apostolical 
writings  themselves,  which  unquestionably  contain  the  substance 
and  the  essence  of  the  Tradition  and  oral  teaching  of  the  Apostles, 
in  all  things  necessary  to  Salvation.  That  these  writings  are  suffi> 
cient  to  that  end,  we  have  the  highest  possible  assurance — ^for  that 
^'  if  the  Gospel  be  hid,  it  is  hid  to  them  that  are  lost,  in  whom  the 
god  of  this  world  hath  blinded  the  minds  of  them  that  believe  not, 
lest  the  light  of  the  glorious  Gospel  of  Christ  should  shine  unto 
them."" 

48.  The  Church  of  Rome  holds  many  things,  yea,  many  saving 
truths,  in  common  with  ourselves.  Who  denies  this!  But  she 
superadds  other  things,  to  which,  as  Members  and  Ministers  of  a 
Reformed  Church,  we  dare  not  give  our  assent.  We  differ  on  a 
very  primary  and  essential  principle ;  as  to  what  is  to  regulate 
faith,  and  to  be  the  measure  of  duty.  Herein  we  refer  wholly  to 
Scripture,  admitting  not  the  co-ordinate  authority  of  Tradition,  nor 
bowing  in  abject  and  uninquiring  submission  to  Antiquity  and  the 
Churcirs  teaching ;  as  if  she  had  ever  been,  and  were  still,  em- 
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powered  to  decide  the  quantity  and  quality  of  the  religious  know- 
ledge which  the  faithful  ought  to  be  allowed. 

49.  No  word,  no  intimation,  no  distant  allusion  to  any  such 
right,  can  be  found  in  the  Offices  or  authorized  standards  of  our 
Church.  Even  "  the  three  Creeds^'  are  "  thoroughly  received  and 
believed,^  not  because  of  their  high  Antiquity,  as  witnessed  by  the 
Church,  but  because  ^'  they  may  be  proved  by  most  certain  warrant 
of  Holy  Scripture.'' 

50.  Nor  are  we  to  regard  the  early  Councils,  except  as  their 
decisions  are  consonant  with  these  same  Scriptures ;  of  which  con- 
sonance, we  must  necessarily  judge  for  ourselves. 

51.  So  that,  as  did  *^  the  ancient  Fathers'*'  for  several  centuries, 
we  adhere  to  their  sole  sufficiency  and  supremacy,  not  venturing 
to  remove  them  from  their  high  and  palmy  eminence,  and  to 
substitute  man's  authority,  in  the  form  of  Tradition,  for  the  au- 
thority of  God  in  his  revealed  and  written  Word.  Were  we  to 
act,  or  disposed  to  teach  otherwise,  we  should  contravene  the 
mind  and  will  of  the  Church  in  which  we  Minister,  and  set  at 
defiance  the  spirit  and  letter  of  our  own  vows  on  several  solemn 
occasions. 

52.  Upon  this  supremacy  of  Scripture,  as  held  by  the  primitive, 
no  less  than  by  our  own  Church,  there  should  be  now  no  con- 
troversy. They  both  speak  plainly  and  perspicuously,  in  language 
free  from  all  that  subtil ty  and  artificial  obscurity  which  men  are 
wont  and  forced  to  employ,  when  exhibiting  questionable  Doctrines, 
in  what  they  mean  to  be  a  Scriptural  garb. 

See  also  Pan.  9  and  14,  in  Cbap.  XVIL  ;  Pan.  29-32,  in  Chap.  XIX. ;  Pan.  17 
and  18,  in  Chap.  XXI. 

Blomfield,  Bishop  of  London. — 1842. 

18.  The  question,  which  concerns  the  right  interpretation  (ric) 
of  the  Articles,  is  intimately  connected  with  that  which  relates  to 
the  foundation  (sic)  upon  which  they  rest.  If  we  desire  to  prove 
whether  the  Doctrine  set  forth  in  any  Article  be  true,  our  single 
ultimate  reference  is  to  the  written  Word  of  God,  which  we 
believe  to  contain  all  truths,  a  knowledge  whereof  is  necessary  to 
Salvation ;  and  so  to  contain  them,  that  by  the  diligent  use  of  the 
ordinary  means  of  instruction  in  the  Church,  and  with  prayer  for 
Grod^s  enlightening  grace,  they  may  be  certainly  discovered  therein. 
This  absolute  completeness  of  the  Holy  Scriptures,  as  the  source  and 
proof  of  our  Faith,  I  hold  to  be  a  vital  Doctrine  of  our  Reformed 
Church.^     It  is  our  duty,  in  searching  those  inspired  records,  to 

9  ''  Do  you  sappoee  that  with  a  Bible  o^n  before  him,  there  is  one  man  in  ten 
thoQsand  who  ooold  or  wonld  work  out  hiB  religious  system  for  himself  ?"— Rev. 
F.  E.  Pagkt.     Tale*  of  the  Village,     Third  Series,  p.  96. 

**  He  will  know  better  by  and  by ;  and  when  he  really  comes  to  study  his  Bible 
diUgenUyy  he  will  find  so  many  things  hard  to  be  understood,  that  he  will  be  very 


224  RULE   OF    FAITH,     ETC. AUTHORITY    OF   THE   CREBDA. 

ayail  ourselves  of  all  the  helps  to  a  right  understanding  of  them, 
placed  within  our  reach ;  to  ascertain,  when  it  is  possible,  the  sense 
in  which  they  were  understood  by  the  disciples  and  immediate 
successors  of  the  Apostles,  and  which  was  derived  from  them  to 
the  early  Church  at  large ;  to  take  the  Creeds  received  by  the 
Church  for  our  guides :  but  not  to  look  to  them  (sic)^  nor  to  Tra- 
ditions of  any  kind,  as  being  so  necessary,  that  Holy  Scripture, 
without  them,  would  not  have  been  sufficient  to  teach  all  things 
requisite  to  Salvation. 

19.  I  think  it  a  mistaken  and  danaerous  position^  to  maintain, 
that  without  the  Creeds  we  could  not  have  discovered  for  ourselves 
some  of  the  great  Doctrines  of  our  Faith — that,  for  instance,  of  the 
Holy  and  Undivided  Trinity.*  To  suppose  that  the  Spirit  of  God 
dictated  the  materials  (sic)  only  of  saving  truth  to  be  written  by 
his  inspired  servants,  while  He  communicated  the  right  interpre- 
tion  of  them  not  (sic)  to  be  committed  to  writing  till  after  a 
considerable  period  of  time,  is  surely  an  hypothesis  of  the  most 
unreasonable  and  improbable  kind :  yet  this  is  the  position  which 
must  ultimately  be  taken  by  those,  who  maintain  that  the  Bible 
could  not  have  been  fully  understood  without  the  Creeds.  The 
Creeds  have  indeed,  a  priori^  (sic)  a  claim  to  our  attention,  as 
having  been  delivered  to  us  by  the  Church  ;  but  they  are  entitled 
to  our  assent  no  further  than  as  they  are  contained  in  Holy  Scrip- 
ture, or  may  be  proved  thereby.     This  is  the  ground  upon  which 


glad  to  seek  that  external  aid  which  he  once  deepised ;  and  he  will  disoover  that  it  is 
a//  a  fallaey  to  tuppate,  that  any  man  can  make  out  his  religion  for  himself,  with 
no  other  help  than  the  Bible.  If  he  will  not  listen  to  what  the  Church  would  teach  him, 
he  will  he  sure  to  adopt  (though,  perhaps,  unconsciously)  the  Doctrines  of  some  other 
instructor.'*~/6u/.  p.  143. 

Numherless  quotations  to  the  same  effect  might  he  adduced  from  the  writings 
of  the  Tractarian  School.  The  following  is  curious,  as  shewing,  at  all  events,  the 
**  progreeeive  principle*^  of  the  Britieh  Or&e, 

"  It  is  desr,  then,  that  our  Reformers  established  no  such  progressive  principle. 
Thejf  had  no  thought  of  erecting  the  idol  of  private  judgment  against  truths  to  wluch 
the  Faith  of  the  Catholic  Chunsh  bore  witneas:  these  truths  were  thotefor  ioAmA  the^ 
suffered,  and  for  tphu^  ahne  thby  havb  truly  barnbd  thb  titlbs  of  Confbssoiis 
AND  Martyrs.**  (Compare  extract  from  the  British  Critic,  riven  in  note  7>  p<  34, 
supra,)  **  They  had  no  thought  that  the  reading  of  the  naked  Word  would  lead  tiie 
individual  into  all  necessary  belief ; 

'  That  every  saint  had  to  himaelf  alone. 
The  secret  of  this  philoaophic  stone/ 

Thejf  did  not  so  undermine  the  foundations  of  the  Christisn  Church. '*.-.J9rtlM^  CWltc, 
Jan.  1838.  p.  28. 

"  When  He,  the  Spirit  of  Truth  is  come.  He  will  guide  you  into  all  truth."  "  If 
anv  of  you  lack  wisdom,  let  him  ask  of  Ood,  that  giveth  to  all  men  liberaUy  and 
upbraideth  not ;  and  it  shall  be  given  liim.**  *'  If  any  man  will  do  His  wUl,  he  shaU 
know  of  the  Doctrine  whether  it  be  of  God.**  These  and  many  similar  passages 
of  Holy  Writ  seem  to  be  quite  foi^^otten  by  Mr.  Paget  and  the  Traditionists,  when 
they  speak  of  a  man  '*  making  out  his  religion  for  himself  with  no  other  help  than  the 
Bible  ;**  or  being  <Med  into  aU  necessary  belief  bv  the  reading  qfihe  naked  IFbrd.** 

The  Bishop  of  London  puts  the  question  in  its  true  light  The  italics  in  the  text 
are  not  his  Lordship*s,  except  where  it  is  stated  to  the  contrary.— .Eo. 

^  See  Note  3,  in  the  preceding  page. 
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our  own  Church  requires  us  to  receive  and  believe  the  Greeds, 
"that  they  may  be  proved  by  most  certain  warrants  of  Holy 
Scripture/^*  I  set  a  very  high  value  upon  those  ancient  formu- 
laries of  Catholic  belief:  but  1  am  firmly  persuaded,  that  ifvio  moh 
formularies  had  ever  been  drawn  out^  all  the  essential  Doctrines  of 
Christianity  would  have  been  discoverable  in  the  Bible.  The  im- 
plement, with  which  the  secrets  of  God  are  to  be  dug  out  of  the 
mine  of  His  written  Word,  is  not  Tradition ;  but  a  plain  and 
riffhtfy  informed  uftderstandinff^  guided  by  an  honest  and  good  hearty 
and  aided  by  the  Holy  Spirit.^ 

20.  At  the  same  time.  Tradition  is  of  excellent  use,  in  esta- 
blishing historical  facts,  as,  for  example,  the  appointment  of  Bishops 
to  govern  all  the  Churches  ;  and  of  the  Loras  Day,  as  the  day  of 
public  worship;  the  general  prevalence  of  Infant  Baptism,  and 
some  other  points ;  in  teaching  us  the  practical  inferences,  drawn 
by  the  primitive  Church  from  the  truths  declared  in  Holy  Scrip- 
ture, and  so  guiding  us  to  its  interpretation  of  Holy  Scripture 
itself, — such  as  the  right  of  our  Saviour  to  Divine  worship,  and  the 
implied  assertion  of  a  Trinity  of  Persons  in  the  form  of  Baptism ; 
and  in  making  us  historically  acquainted  with  the  belief  of  that 
Church  in  general ;  with  which  belief,  if  our  own  be  found  to 
coincide,  we  have  not  an  absolute  proof,  but  a  very  strong  pre- 
sumptive evidence,  of  its  being  indeed  that  Faith  which  was  once 
delivered  unto  the  Saints.f  (sic.) 

O^Bribn,  Bishop  of  Ossory,  Ferns,  and  Lbighlin. — 1842. 
Vide  Par.  100,  page  47 ;  and  Par.  124,  page  75,  Cb&p.  lY. 

DsNisoN,  Bishop  of  Salisbury. 
Charge  to  the  Candidates  for  Holy  Orders.— LentyX  1842. 

1.  "  Take  thou  authority  to  preach  the  Word  of  God  in  the  con- 
gregation where  thou  shalt  be  lawfully  appointed  thereunto^'*'*  is  the  . 

•  Art  TiiL  t  Jude  3. 

it  It  may  Beem  neoesaaiy  to  explain  why  I  have  been  led  to  publish  what  was 
intended  merely  as  private  instruction  and  exhortation  to  the  Candidates  for  Holy 
Orders  at  my  late  Ordination. 

I^  have  been  induced  to  take  this  course  from  the  belief  that  it  is  not  a  matter  of 
indifference  to  the  Clergy  to  learn  the  sentiments  of  their  Bishops  on  any  topics 
of  importance,  especially  on  such  as  happen  to  excite  an  unusual  degree  of  interest. 
And  the  rare  occurrence  of  opportunities  of  general  communication,  and  the  variety  of 
subjects  on  which  it  is  then  almost  necessary  to  touch,  make  it  very  difficult  to  speak 
of  each  with  safficient  deamess  in  the  compass  of  a  single  Charge. 

If  brief  allusions,  by  way  of  commendation  or  censure,  are  maAe  to  what  has  been 
said  or  done  bpr  others,  they  are  frequently  understood  in  a  different  sense  or  degree 
from  that  which  was  intended.  General  approval  is  inferred  from  partial  assent ; 
or  particular  objections  are  perverted  into  sweeping  cdndemnations.     As,  therefore, 


*  See  Note  3,  page  223.-.£d. 
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golemn  sentence  in  which  the  fbnction  of  preaching  is  associated  bj* 
the  Church  with  the  office  of  the  Priest :  and  the  question  which 
we  are  now  about  to  consider,  and  the  succeeding  one,  define  the 
limits  within  which,  and  the  mode  according  to  which,  this  fimetion 
is  to  be  exercised. 

2.  The  question  is, 

^*  Are  you  persuaded  that  the  Holy  Scriptures  contain  tufficiently  all  Doctrine 
required  of  necessity  Jbr  eternal  Salvation  through ^aith  in  Jesus  Christ  f  And 
are  you  determined^  out  of  the  said  Scriptures,  to  instruct  dke  people  committed 
to  your  charge,  and  to  teach  nothing  as  required  of  necessity  to  eternal  Salvation^ 
hut  that  which  you  shall  be  persuaded  may  be  concluded  and  proved  by  the 
Scriptures  f 

3.  As  together  with  the  Word  spoken,  bj  which  authority 
to  preach  is  couYeyed  to  the  Priest,  the  Bible  also  is  put  into  his 
hand,  as  being  that  which  contains  the  subject-matter  of  his 
instructions,  so  does  this  previous  inquiry  relate  to  his  belief  and 
purpose  in  reference  to  the  Word  of  God,  and  primarily  to  that 
most  important  question  of  the  sufficiency  of  the  Holy  Scriptures 
for  Salvation. 

4.  And  in  giving  a  rule  to  her  Ministers  by  which  to  instruct  the 
people,  the  Church  here  plainly  declares,  that  that  rule,  in  all 
necessary  things,  is  to  be  the  Word  of  Gh>d ;  as,  in  the  Sixth 
Article,  she  has  explicitly  laid  it  down,  that— 

^'  Holy  Scripture  containeth  aU  things  necessary  to  Salvation  ;  so  that  what- 
soever is  not  read  therein,  nor  may  be  proved  thereinf,  is  not  to  be  required  of 
any  man  that  it  shall  be  believed  (u  an  Article  of  the  Faithy  or  be  thought 
requisite  or  necessary  to  Salvation.* 

And  again,  the  same  great  truth  is  set  forth  in  the  first  Homily,  in 
the  words — 

'<  There  is  no  truths  nor  Doctrine  necessary  Jbr  our  justification  and  ever- 
lasting Salvation,  but  that  iSy  or  may  be,  drawn  out  of  inat  fountain  and  well  of 
truth:' 

5.  This  question,  as  well  as  the  Article  of  our  Church  to  which  I 
have  referred,  is  plainly  directed  against  the  Doctrine  of  the 
Church  of  Borne,  which  so  exalts  Tradition  as  to  make  it  an  equal 
authority  with  the  written  Word,  in  matters  both  of  faith  and 
practice. 

6.  The  words  of  the  Decree  of  the  Council  of  Trent  are, — 

*<  Sacrosancta  cecumenica  et  generalis  Tridentina  Synodus  ....  perspiciens 
hone  veritatem  et  disciplinam  contineri  in  libris  scriptis,  et  sine  scripto  tradi' 
tionibus  qum  ipsius  Ckristi  ore  ab  Apostolis  acceptts^  out  ab  ipsis  Apostolis, 
Spiritu  Sancto  dictante^  quasi  per  manus  traditcs  ad  nos  usque  pervenerunt : 
orthodoxorum  Patrum  exempla  secuta,  omnes  libras  tam  Veteris  guam  Novi 

the  natural  course  of  instruction  to  the  Candidates  at  mjr  Ordination  had  led  me 
to  apply  rules,  drawn  from  the  offices  of  our  Church,  to  a  suhject  which  has  been 
of  late  much  called  into  discussion,  and  so  to  giro  a  somewhat  fuller  exposition 
on  a  single  topic  than  I  might  be  able  to  do  on  another  occasion,  it  seemed  not 
unsuitable  to  communicate  to  the  rest  of  the  Clergy  of  my  Diocese,  what  was 
originally  addressed  only  to  a  very  few  of  the  youngest  among  them. 
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TeitamenHj  cuai  utriusqu^  unu$  Deua  tit  AuetOTj  necntm  tradUUmu  iftaty  tarn 
<ui  fidem  tarn  ad  mares  pertinentes^  tanquam  vel  ore  temu  a  ChrutOy  vel  a 
Spiritu  Saneto  dictatas^  et  continud  successiane  in  Ecclesid  CkUholicd  con" 
servatas  pari  pietatis  affectu  nucipit  et  venereUur,"* 

7.  Our  Church,  on  the  contrary,  without,  as  I  shall  shew  here- 
after, neglecting  the  legitimate  use  of  Tradition,  or  denying  its 
proper  authority,  refuses  to  place  it,  or  aught  else,  on  an  equality 
with  the  Scriptures,  asserts  that  these  are  not  incomplete,  but 
contain  whatever  truths  are  necessary  for  the  Salvation  of  man ; 
and  solemnly  inquires  of  those  to  whom  she  commits  the  charge  of 
instructing  the  people,  whether  they  are  persuaded  of  this — 
whether  they  are  determined  to  draw  their  teaching  from  this 
sonrce,  to  deliver  these  to  the  people  as  the  Word  of  Ood,  and  to 
refer  to  these  alone,  as  of  supreme  authority,  in  the  Doctrines  of 
the  Christian  Faith. 

8.  Our  Church  thus,  in  opposition  to  Rome,  establishes  the 
Scriptures  in  their  supremacy,  as  the  foundation,  the  proof,  the 
guide,  or,  in  other  words,  ""^ihs  Mule  of  Faith.^  And  in  this, 
however  she  may  be  at  variance  with  the  decrees  of  the  Church  of 
Home,  she  is  in  accordance  with  the  declared  Doctrine  of  the 
earlier  ages  of  the  Catholic  Church :  for,  as  Bishop  Jeremy  Taylor 
says,  in  bis  "  Dissuasive  from  Popery,*"  "  the  religion  of  our  Church 
10,  therefore^  certainly  primitiw  and  Apostolic^  because  it  teaches  tu  to 
bdiete  the  whole  Scriptures  of  the  Old  and  New  Testament^  and 
nothifw  else,  as  matter  ^  faith."" f  And  in  proof  of  this  position, 
out  of  many  passages  from  the  writings  of  the  Fathers,  which  have 
been  frequently  alleged  by  the  Divines  of  our  Church,  it  may  su£Sce 
to  cite  the  words  of  Ireneeus,  ^^  We,  fotlotoing  the  one  sole  true  God 
as  our  teacher,  and  having  His  words  for  the  Rule  of  Truth,  say 
always  the  same  things  concerning  the  same  subjeetsyX  Of  Athana- 
sius,  "  The  holy  ana  Dipineh-inspired  Scriptures  are  of  themselves 
sufficient  for  the  discovery  of  the  truth.'"^  Of  Cyril  of  Jerusalem, 
'*  Nothing  at  all  ought  to  be  delivered  concerning  the  Divine  and  holy 
mysteries  of  faith  without  the  Holy  ScripturesJ*^\\  Of  Chrysostom, 
^^if  we  will  search  the  Scriptures,  not  barely,  but  with  accuracy,  we 
shall  he  able  to  attain  unto  Salvation :  If  we  will  continually  dwell 
on  them,  we  shall  inow  both  the  right  Btde  of  Doctrine,  and  tfie  exact 
practice  of  lifeT'^  Of  Jerome,  "-4#  we  do  not  deny  those  things 
that  are  written,  so  we  reject  those  things  that  are  not  written*''**  Of 
Augustin,  '^  In  those  things  that  are  openly  set  forth  in  the  Scriptures, 
is  to  he  found  every  thing  which  contains  the  Faith  and  practice  of 
Hfe.^fi' 

9.  On  testimony  such  as  this,  which  may  be  multiplied,  as  it 
often  has  been,  to  a  much  greater  extent,  our  Church  is  assured 


*  Deereta  Con.  Trid.  Sew.  ir. 

X  Adv.  H.  lib.  iv.  c.  xxxy.  seet.  4. 

H  Cateeh.  ir. 

•♦  C.  Helvid.  seet.  19. 


t  Works,  vol.  X.  p.  131. 
§  Orat  c.  Gent. 
H  Horn,  in  8.  Johan.  Uii. 
tt  De  Doct.  Chrifti,  1.  si  «. 
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that,  in  asserting  the  sufficiency  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  as  the 
standard  of  Faith,  she  is  not  resting  only  on  the  natural  reasonable- 
ness of  supposing  that  such  surely  must  be  the  case,  (as  on  the 
presumption  of  Ood  having  given  a  written  revelation  at  all,  it  is 
hardly  possible  to  believe  that  it  would  have  been  other  than  com- 
plete,) but  is  asserting  a  truth,  not  of  her  own  discovery,  but  one 
recognised  and  declared  in  those  ages  of  primitive  Antiquity  to 
which  the  great  Divines  of  our  Church  have  always  been  in  the 
habit  of  appealing  with  confidence  and  success.      And  when  this 

Seat  truth  had  been  obscured,  and,  as  it  were,  set  aside,  while  the 
lurch,  under  the  dominion  of  Rome,  held  the  Doctrine  of  the 
revelation  of  the  Faith  having  been  made  partly  in  Scripture  and 
partly  in  Tradition,  and  of  the  existence  of  a  living  earthly  authority 
able  infallibly  to  declare  the  Doctrines  thus  Traditionally  derived 
from  our  Lord  and  his  Apostles,*  we  owe  the  recovery  and  re- 
establishment  of  this  truth,  as  one  of  the  great  fundamental  prin- 
ciples of  our  Church,  to  the  enlightened  and  pious  wisdom  of  our 
venerable  Reformers,  who,  in  the  study  of  Scripture  and  Antiquity, 
were  alike  assured  that  saving  Faith  could  securely  rest  on  Divine 
revelation  alone ;  and  that  the -written  Word  of  God  supplies  the 
limit  beyond  which  Divine  revelation  cannot  be  proved  to  extend. 

10.  It  is,  then,  in  order  to  secure  an  adherence  to  this  great 
principle  of  our  Church,  that  we  require  those  who  are  to  be 
admitted  to  the  Priesthood,  to  declare  their  belief,  that  all  saving 
truth  is  to  be  found  in  the  written  Word  of  God,  or  may  be 
deduced  from  it. 

11.  Next  let  us  observe  the  care  and  moderation  with  which  the 
question  is  framed.  It  does  not  say  that  there  is  nothing  true 
about  religion,  no  true  Doctrine,  but  such  as  is  contained  in  Scrip- 
ture, but  **  no  Doctrine  required  of  necessity  for  eternal  SalecUionJ* 
It  does  not  say  that  the  truths  of  religion  are  always  declared  in 
Scripture  in  the  fullest  and  plainest  manner,  so  as  to  give  no  trouble, 
and  to  require  no  assistance,  in  order  to  be  imderstood  and  har- 
monized ;  but  that  they  are  contained  therein  ^*  sufficiently  J*  It 
does  not  say  that  the  Ministers  of  religion  are  not  to  teach  any 
thing  which  is  not  written  in  the  Word  of  God,  or  which  cannot  be 
proved  thereby ;  but  that  they  are  to  teach  that  which  is  written ; 
and  that  if  they  do  teach  any  thing  else,  they  are  not  to  teach  it 
as  though  it  were  "  required  of  necessity  to  eternal  Sahatian.'^ 

12.  Thus  far,  then,  we  have  the  Scriptures  vindicated  in  their 
supremacy,  and  put  into  the  hands  of  the  Priest,  as  the  source 
from  which  he  is  to  instruct  the  people ;  and  yet  so  put  into  his 
hands,  as  to  imply  that  there  is  room  for  careful  iudgment  in 
deciding  what  Doctrines  are  expressly  contained  in  them,  or  may 

*  For  the  manner  in  which  the  Church  of  England  is  opposed,  in  this  respect, 
to  that  of  Rome,  the  latter  insisting  on  the  authority  of  the  existing  Church,  the 
former  appealing  to  the  witness  of  Antiquity,  see  Waterland  an  the  U*e  and  Value  qf 
EcoietiatHcal  ATUigvUp,  Works,  vol.  t.  p.  318. 
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be  concluded  and  proved  by  theofi.  And  if  there  be  this  room  for 
the  exercise  of  judgment,  and  therefore  this  danger  of  error,  we 
are  naturally  led,  in  the  next  place,  to  expect  that  the  Church 
should  give  assistance  to  her  Ministers  in  this  part  of  their  work. 
For  if  she  were  merely  to  put  the  Bible  into  their  hands,  and  to 
tell  each  of  them  to  teach  the  people  whatever  scheme  of  Doctrinal 
truth  his  own  jud^ent  might  enable  him  to  draw  from  it,  it  is 
obvious  that  a  latitude  would  be  given  for  diversities  of  teaching, 
as  great  as  those  which  separate  any  denominations  of  Christians, 
or  any  individuals  who  profess  to  receive  the  Bible  as  the  revelation 
of  Ood ;  and  how  great  those  diversities  are,  it  is  needless  for  me 
now  to  particularize. 

13.  The  Church,  indeed,  is  here  addressing  those  whom  she 
believes  to  have  received  the  truth  from  that  source  from  which  it 
has  been  received  from  the  very  beginuing  of  the  Christian  dispen- 
sation, f.  «.,  from  the  Church  herself — those,  who  have  not  been 
left  to  draw  for  themselves,  as  best  they  could,  their  system  of 
&ith  from  the  Written  Word,  which  was  never  designed  to  be  the 
sole  teacher,  though  it  ever  has  been  the  sole  proof;  but  who, 
having  imbibed  in  their  tender  years  the  body  of  Christian  Doctrine 
fit>m  those,  whether  parents  or  teachers,  whose  duty  it  was  to 
communicate  it  to  them,  have  learnt,  as  they  have  become  capable 
of  examining  for  themselves,  to  find  in  Scripture  the  '^  certainty  of 
those  things  wherein  they  have  been  instructed,^*  And  carrying  on 
the  same  principle,  now  that  she  commits  to  them  the  ministra- 
tion of  the  Word,  she  does  not  leave  them  therein  an  unbridled 
license  of  private  judgment :  but,  inasmuch  as  she  holds  the  Scrip- 
tures to  contain  that  one  Catholic  Faith,  in  the  exposition  of  this, 
she  would  have  her  Ministers  follow  those  rules  of  interpretation 
which  she  has  furnished  for  their  guidance.  And  our  next  inquiry, 
therefore,  is,  what  these  rules  are. 

14.  And  first  in  order  and  weight,  in  this  respect,  we  shall  find 
the  three  Creeds;  which  are  recognised  by  our  Church  in  the 
Article  which  immediately  follows  those  relating  to  the  Scriptures, 
because,  in  the  interpretation  of  the  Scriptures,  these  are  the  first 
and  most  important  guides. 

15.  Here,  then,  in  the  interpretation  of  Scripture,  comes  in  the 
genuine  and  legitimate  use  of  that  Tradition,  by  which,  as  an 
independent  authority,  our  Church  refrises  to  be  bound  in  matters 
of  faith.  For  these  Creeds  represent  the  Traditional  teaching  of 
the  Church.  And  though  Apostolic  authority  certainly  cannot  be 
claimed  for  any  of  them  in  the  precise  form  in  which  they  now 
exist,  yet  we  may  reasonably  believe,  that  in  their  main  substance, 
they  are  not  less  ancient  than  the  Scriptures  themselves ;  and  that 
they  convey  to  us  the  sum  of  the  truths  which  the  Apostles  taught, 
though  these  truths  were  more  fully  developed  at  successive  periods, 

*  See  Hawkma*  BampUm  Xteoiuret,    Lect.  ii. 
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as  the  rise  of  yarious  heresies  made  it  necessary  to  evolve  in  detail 
the  Doctrine  which  had  been  received  from  the  beginning. 

16.  The  existence  of  a  body  of  Doctrine,  in  some  such  systematic 
form,  appears  to  be  recognised  in  Scripture  itself;  as,  for  instance, 
when  St.  Paul  speaks  of  Timothy  having  ^^  professed  a  good  prefer 
sum  before  many  witnesses^  he  refers  probably  to  a  formal  declara- 
tion of  faith,  which  was  even  then  required  at  Baptism  and  at 
Ordination.  The  same  thing  is  again  alluded  to  as  '^  ^  form  of 
sound  ieords^  which  he  directs  him  to  "  hold  fast  ^  and  as  *^  the 

nl  thing  committed  unto  him^  which  he  was  to  ^^  keep.'"*  Such  a 
y  of  Doctrine  as  this,  being  the  expression  of  those  truths  which 
the  Apostles  taught  to  the  Church  before  the  deliveir  of  the 
written  Word,  would  obviously,  where  this  was  certainly  known  to 
be  the  case,  have  an  independent  authority  of  its  own ;  though  as 
soon  as  the  revelation  of  Ood  was  embodied  in  Scripture,  the  latter 
became  the  proof  and  touchstone  of  whatever  truth  claimed  to  be 
derived  from  Him.  ^^  The  Apostles^'"  says  Irensens,  ^^frst  preached 
the  Gospel^  and  then^  hy  the  will  of  God^  delivered  it  to  us  in  the 
Scripture^  that  it  might  bSy  in  all  future  ages^  the  ground  and  pillar 
of  ottr  Faith^f  From  this  preaching  of  the  Apostles,  their  au- 
thoritative oral  teaching,  was  framed  the  Creed ;  which,  the  same 
in  substance,  however  varying  in  expression  in  the  different 
branches  of  the  Church,  was  proposed  to  all  who  were  made  by 
Baptism  members  of  Christ,  and  was  professed  by  them  as  the 
standard  of  the  Christian  Faith.     It  is,  indeed,  to  this,  that  the 

*  Bishop  Burnet,  wli08e  aotbority  on  this  point  will  not  be  open  to  snspieiou,  speaks 
of  this  ms  an  admitted  fact.  He  says,  '<  There  was  a  form  settled  very  early  in  most 
Churches.  This.  St.  Paul,  in  one  place,  calls  '  the  form  of  Doctrine  that  was  de- 
lirered  ;*  in  another  place, '  the  form  of  sound  words,*  which  those  who  were  fixed  by 
the  Aposilee  in  particular  Churches  had  received  from  them.  These  words  of  his  do 
import  a  standitfd  or  fixed  formulary,  by  which  all  Doctrines  were  to  be  examined." 

Again:  ''These  forms  were  preserved  with  that  sacred  respect  that  was  due  to 
ihem.  This  was  esteemed  the  depositum  or  trust  of  a  Chunm,  which  was  chiefly 
eommitted  to  the  keeping  of  the  Biwop.** 

Again :  "  The  CouncU  of  Nice  examined  many  of  these  Creeds,  and  out  of  them 
they  put  their  Creed  in  a  fuller  form.  The  admtion  made  by  the  Council  of  Con- 
•tantmople  was  put  into  the  Creeds  of  some  particular  Churdies  several  years  before 
that  Council  met  So  that,  though  it  received  its  authority  from  that  Council, 
yet  they  rather  confirmed  an  Article  which  they  found  in  the  Creeds  of  some  Churches, 
than  made  a  new  one.** — IrUroductum  to  Ejepot,  o/ArHdes,  pp.  2,  3.  See  also  BtUTs 
VkuUeaiUm  4^  the  Church  <^  England,  Works,  vol.  iL  p.  217 ;  and  his  JutUeium  Ecdet* 
Catholicm,  Works,  voL  vi  p.  1%3,  &c,  where  he  shews  the  near  agreement  of  the 
Ancient  Creed  of  Jerusalem  with  that  established  at  Nice. 

It  is  obvious,  that  ndiat  is  here  asserted  is  not  that  the  Apostles  by  common  eonsent 
established,  as  a  fixed  formulary,  either  that  which  has  since  been  called  *'the 
Apostles*  Creed,**  or  any  other  precise  form  of  words;  but  that  various  forms, 
agreeing  in  substance,  thoueh  differing  in  expression,  were  established  in  different 
Churches,  as  derived  from  their  oral  teaching ;  and,  therefore^  the  argument  is  not 
affected  bv  the  disproof  of  the  existence  of  any  single  fonn  of  words  throughout 
the  Church — See  also  Waterlantts  Ute  and  Value  qf  Eccleaiastioal  Antiquity,  Works^ 
vol.  V.  p.  268,  and  p.  316,  &c. 

t  iTeneeuB,  quoted  by  Bishop  ef  Lincoln,  Charge,  p.  38.< 

*  Vide  rapro,  page  199,  par.  6.-~£d* 
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tenn,  **  the  Rale  of  Faith,'"  tcavw  t$9  aXtjOeia^y  teavu^y  lij^  ttI- 
<rT6fi099  Regula  Fidei^  is  ordinarily  applied  by  the  Fathers,  not  as 
competing  with  Scriptare,  but  as  the  condensed  expression  of  those 
great  truths  which  were  more  fully  delivered  in  the  written  Word> 
The  proof,  indeed,  of  the  Doctrines  delivered  in  these  Creeds  must 
be  drawn  from  Scripture ;  and  therefore  our  Article  assigns,  as  the 
reason  of  their  reception,  that  '^  ihejf  may  be  proved  by  mast  certain 
ttarrafUe  of  Holy  Scripture^  They  could  not  be  received  if  it 
might  not  be  shewn  that  they  agree  with  Scripture ;  but  still  their 
authority  is  not  that  of  mere  deductions  from  the  written  Word ; 
but  that  of  a  testimony  to  the  same  i/reat  truths,  which  we  may 
reasonably  believe  to  be  in  substance  of  an  independent  origin  ;  and 
of  an  explanation  of  them,  to  which  our  judgment  may  not,  without 
presumption,  refuse  to  submit.  And  thus,  while  Scripture  is  the 
proof  of  the  Greeds,  the  Greeds  are  the  first  and  most  certain  guides 
in  the  interpretation  of  Scripture.  But  in  speaking  of  the  Creeds, 
as  we  rightfully  may  do,  as  unerring  guides  in  the  interpretation  of 
Scripture,  we  must  not  fall  into  the  error  of  considering  them  to 
have  this  character  on  the  ground  of  any  gift  of  infallibility  residing 
in  the  Church  by  which  they  were  framed,  but  because  we  have 
sufficient  evidence  that  they  convey  the  truth  as  it  was  received 
from  the  beginning.  And  again,  we  must  bear  in  mind,  that  even 
what  has  the  strongest  claim  to  be  considered  as  a  report  of  the 
oral  teaching  of  the  Apostles,  cannot  be  proved  to  be  conceived,  as 
the  Scriptures  are,  in  their  very  words,  but  is  derived  to  us  through 
fallible  men.  The  very  earliest  portion  of  the  Creeds  can  only  be 
shewn  to  be  what  men  who  heard  the  Apostles^  words,  understood 
to  be  their  meaning ;  and  the  same  remark  will  apply  more  strongly 
to  the  additions  made  at  subsequent  periods.  The  Creeds,  there- 
fore, could  not  properly  be  binding  on  the  conscience  till  they  had 
been  tested  by  the  Scriptures ;  nor  could  they  be  taken,  on  their 
own  authority,  as  infallible  guides,  though  we  have  the  highest 
moral  certainty  that  they  are  true  guides. 

17.  Next  to  the  Creeas,  with  reference  to  the  same  subject,  are 
to  be  mentioned  the  Articles  of  our  Church.  These,  however  much 
they  were  framed,  as  we  know  that  they  were  framed,  with  a 
careful  deference  to  primitive  Doctrine,  as  well  as  a  complete  sub- 
mission to  the  written  Word,  must,  in  the  shape  in  which  they  are 
presented  to  us,  be  taken  as  deductions  made  from  the  latter,  at 
the  time  of  their  promulgation.  As  such,  they  may  be  deemed  as 
of  inferior  authority,  in  themselves,  to  the  Creeds;  but  never- 
theless, they  have  an  authority,  which  to  candid  minds  must  in 
any  case  be  of  no  slight  weight,  as  being,  on  points  in  which  it  has 
appeared  most  needful  to  provide  us   with  such   a  guide,   the 

*  Biflhop  of  Iinoolii'8  Ciuurge,  1840,  p.  42.7-.See  aiflo  BuITt  Warkt,  toL  il  p.  238. 
^  Vide  supra,  page  201,  par.  11.— Ed. 
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recorded  jud^ent  of  our  own  Church,  which  is  to  us  *'  the  Wiinest 
and  Keeper  of  Holy  Writ^  and  to  which  there  belongs  its  due 
measure  of  ^^  Authority  in  controversiei  of/aitL'*^^  And  while,  on 
this  ground,  the  lay  members  of  our  Church  are  justly  required  to 
shew  that  measure  of  respect,  as  not  to  impugn  any  of  these 
Articles  of  belief, f  the  Clergy  are  further  bound,  by  their  sub- 
scription and  voluntary  declaration,  to  take  them  as  guides  in  their 
teaching,  and  to  be  concluded  by  them  in  their  judgments,  so  far  as 
our  Church  in  the  imposition  of  them,  intended  that  they  should.} 
And  as  our  Articles  have  thus  been  given  as  authoritative  decla- 
rations of  Doctrine,  so  have  our  Liturgical  formularies  equal  autho- 
rity both  in  point  of  Doctrine,  where  Doctrine  is  expressed,  and  as 
the  practical  development  of  the  Faith,  and  spirit,  and  feeling  to 
which  those  Doctrines  should  lead.  Nor  are  the  Homilies  again  to 
be  undervalued,  as  expressions  of  the  mind  of  our  Church,  in  respect 
to  the  great  truths  of  our  Faith  ;  for  we  receive  them,  as  is  declared 
in  the  Thirty-fifth  Article,  as  containing  ^'  a  godly  and  wholesome 
Doctrine  ;^  though  we  are  not  bound  to  adopt  the  expressions  used 
in  them  on  all  subjects,  or  to  regard  their  statements  as  binding 
upon  us  in  all  points  of  detail.§ 

18.  The  Articles  are  not  imposed  upon  the  Laity  as  terms  of 
communion ;  but  subscription  to  them  is  required  of  the  Clergy,  as 
a  condition  of  the  license  to  teach.  The  latter,  previous  to  Ordina- 
tion, subscribe  the  Articles,  professing  that  they  do  so  willingly, 
and  ex  animo^\\  and  declare  their  belief  that  the  Book  of  Common 

*  Art.  XX.  t  Can.  v.  t  BuWa  Wbrkty  vol.  iL  p.  226. 

§  See  Hey^t  Lectures,  vol.  iv.  p.  463.    Jebb't  Pastoral  Theoioffy. 

11  Though  the  Clergy  are  thus  bound  to  subscribe  the  Articles,  yarious  questions 
have  been  raised  as  to  the  sense  in  which  this  subscription  is  to  be  taken.  On 
this  point  I  would  offer  the  following  considerations : — 

I  presume,  in  the  first  place,  that  it  is  hardly  necessary  now  to  assert,  that  **Artiele» 
agreed  upon  for  the  avoiding  of  diversities  qf  opinions^  and  for  the  establishment  qf 
consent  touching  true  religion,''*  are  not  merely,  as  they  have  sometimes  been  ealle<^ 
**  Articles  ofpeaoe,^  t.  e.  Articles,  which  those  who  subscribe  them  agree  not  to  oppugn, 
whether  they  believe  them  or  not ;  but  that  subscription  is  unden^ood  to  express,  in 
some  sense,  the  real  honest  belief  of  the  parties  who  subscribe. 

[It  must  be  observed,  that  we  are  here  speaking  of  those  who  subscribe.  To 
the  Laity  in  general,  who  are  not  called  upon  to  subscribe  the  Articles,  but  are 
only  required  by  Can.  v.  not  tg  impugn  them,  they  may,  perhaps,  more  properly 
be  considered  as  Articles  of  peace  ;  and  it  is  their  case  which  appears  to  have  been  in 
the  view  of  those  who  have  so  described  them,  as  Bull,  and  Usher,  and  HalL-^See 
Bull,  WorkSy  vol.  ii.  p.  211.] 

It  is  true,  that  it  is  admitted  on  all  hands,  that  some  of  the  Articles  aie  so  framed, 
as  to  allow  of  their  being  subscribed  by  persons  who  hold  different  opinions  on  portions 
of  the  subjects  to  which  the^  relate.  But  this  is  very  well  shewn  by  Waterland, 
in  his  ''  Case  of  Arian  Subscription  considered,**  (  Works,  vol.  ii.  p.  312,)  to  arise  from. 
their  being  conceived  in  general  terms,  within  which  a  variety  of  particular  pro- 
positions may  equally  be  contained.  In  the  cases,  therefore,  in  which  the  Church  has 
dpemed  it  sufficient  to  affirm  the  general  proposition,  this  is  capable  of  being  sub- 
scribed, with  equal  integrity,  by  persons  who  would  differ,  if  called  upon  to  fill  up  the 
meaning  in  detail.  The  Third  Article,  '<  Of  the  going  down  of  Christ  into  heUy^  is 
adduced  by  Burnet,  in  his  introduction,  as  an  illustration  of  this.  The  Article  is 
couched  in  the  mere  general  terms,  that  Christ  *'  went  down  into  hell.^^  With  respect 
to  what  is  meant  by  the  descent  into  hell,  Burnet  shews  that  three  different  inter- 
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Prayer  contains  nothing  contrary  to  the  Word  of  God,  and  that 
they  wUl  use  it,  and  none  other,  in  public  worship.  And  again, 
when  instituted  or  licensed  to  any  cure,  they  are  required,  publicly 
in  the  congregation,  to  declare  their  unfeigned  assent  to  both  the 
Articles  and  Liturgy.  And  in  doing  this,  they  accept  these  as 
their  appointed  guides  in  the  interpretation  of  the  written  Word, 
and  in  the  instruction  of  their  flocks.  And  thus,  if  we  speak  of 
Scripture  as  the  sole  foundation,  and  standard,  and  Rule  of  Faith, 
the  Creeds,  and  Articles,  and  Formularies  of  the  Church,  are  to  us 
authoritative  rules  of  interpretation.  To  these  it  is  plain  that  the 
Clergy  are  pledged  in  distinct  words  by  the  above-mentioned  sub- 
scriptions and  declarations  ;  and  beyond  this,  in  answer  to  the  next 
question,  they  promise  generally,  so  ^'  to  minister  the  Doctrine  of 
Ohriet  as  the  Lard  hath  commanded^  and  as  this  Church  and  Beam 
hath  received  the  sameJ"  The  latter  clause  will,  of  course,  compre- 
hend all  that  I  have  brought  forward  hitherto ;  and  we  shall  also 
find  that  this  Church  and  Realm  has  received  the  Doctrinal  decisions 

pretatioDfl  may  be  given,  and  infers  that  the  Church  did  not  wish  to  impose  a 
declaration  of  any  one  of  these  senses  in  particular  on  subscribers ;  as  words  in 
the  Article,  as  framed  in  the  reign  of  Eklwara  VI.,  which  limited  the  meaning  to  one 
of  these  senses^  were  omitted  in  1662,  and  the  words  were  left  general.  Here,  then, 
the  Article  might  equally  be  subscribed,  as  a  general  assertion,  by  parties  who  would 
diverge  when  they  came  to  define  the  particular  meaning.  But  even  when  the 
genenlity  of  the  proposition  thus  allows  of  a  latitude  of  interpretation,  the  Article  is 
to  be  suliscribed  according  to  that  which  is  the  first  rule  in  interpreting  all  documents 
whatsoever,  viz.,  that  they  be  taken  according;  to  the  plain  oMoua  tense  qf  the  words, 
or,  as  the  Royal  declaration  prefixed  to  the  Article  directs,  *'in  the  literal  and 
fframmaHcal  sense." 

But,  in  case  there  be  any  doubt,  as  there  may  be,  as  to  what  the  literal  sense  is,  the 
role  of  interpretation  to  which  we  must  then  resort,  in  this  as  in  all  similar  cases,  is 
undoubtedly  the  intenOon  of  the  party  imposing  the  obligation,  t.  e.  in  this  instance,  the 
Church  to  which  we  belong.  **  The  Church,'*''  says  Waterland,  **  requires  subscription 
to  her  own  interpretation  qf  Scripture,  so  the  subscriber  is  bound,  in  virtue  of  his 
subscription  to  that,  and  that  onlg.''^( Case  ofAr.  SubscrJ  And  by  "the  Church,""  I 
do  not  mean  any  particular  body  of  Divines  of  the  reign  of  Edward  Vl.,  or  Elizabeth, 
or  of  Charles  II. ;  but  the  Church,  in  its  comprehensive  character,  as  embracing 
them  all.  And  the  sense  of  the  Church  is  surely,  in  the  first  place,  to  be  collected,  not 
from  the  opinions  of  individuals,  but  from  her  authorized  Formularies.  In  any  point, 
therefore,  m  which  the  meaning  of  an  Article  is  doubtful  or  obscure,  a  comparison  of 
it,  in  the  first  place,  with  other  Articles,  and  then  with  the  Creeds,  the  Liturgy,  and 
the  Homilies,  would  appear  to  be  the  right  mode  to  arrive  at  a  true  interpretation. 
Should  this  not  suffice,  we  must  then  resort  to  historical  inquiry  ;  and  further  fix  the 
meaning  by  endeavouring  to  ascertain  the  Doctrine  which  was  formerly  held  on  the  same 
subject  before  the  corruption  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  and  the  nature  of  any  corrup- 
tion to  which  it  may  have  been  subjected,  the  occasion  which  gave  rise  to  the  Article, 
the  controversies  which  then  existed,  afid  the  opinions  of  the  parties  by  whom  the  Articles 
were  framed.  All  these,  in  this  as  in  similar  cases,  are  distinct  and  important 
elements,  not  to  be  overlooked  in  forming  a  judgment.  But,  in  applying  the  latter 
test,  we  must  remember  that  wise  and  cautious  men,  such  as  our  Reformers  were, 
would  not  necessarily  intend  to  embody  in  such  a  document  the  opmions  which 
an^,^  or  even  all  of  them,  as  individuals,  may  have  maintained.  Their  private 
opmions  give  a  presumption  in  case  of  doubt,  and  no  more,  and  that  presumption 
subordinate  to  the  testimony  of  authorized  documents,  where  such  exist. 

Whenever  the  true  sense  of  the  Article  has  been  thus  ascertained,  we  are  not 
at  liberty  to  evade  it  by  nice  and  subtle  distinctions,  or  to  explain  it  away,  but 
are  bound  to  receive  and  subscribe  it  in  the  sense  which  we  believe  to  have  been 
]2iteoded  by  the  Church 
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of  the  four  first  General  Councils.  As  early  in  the  Reformation  as 
in  the  Articles  set  forth  in  1536,  express  reference  is  made,  toge- 
ther with  the  Scripture  and  the  Greeds,  to  these  Councils,  which 
were  thus  declared  at  that  time,  to  convey,  as  they  had  always 
been  held  to  do  before,  the  authority  of  the  Churchy*  a  decision 
which  was  not  contradicted  by  any  opposing  one  in  the  further 
progress  of  the  Reformation.  And  by  the  Realm  they  were  adopted 
and  sanctioned  by  the  Act,  1  Elizabeth,  c.  1,  s.  36 ;  which,  in 
laying  down  rules  for  the  judgment  of  heresy  by  the  Court  of  High 
Commission,  constitutes  the  Decrees  of  these  Councils  a  requisite 
part  of  the  rule  whereby  the  Court  was  to  be  raided.  And  this 
Jaw,  though  since  repealed,  has  generally  been  taken  to  govern  the 
judgments  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts  in  such  cases.  We  must 
therefore  add  the  decisions  of  these  Councils  to  our  rules  of  inter- 
pretation, as  laid  down  above.'f' 

19.  It  is  my  business  now  merely  to  inquire  what  poeitiye  rules 
the  Church  distinctly  sets  before  her  Ministers,  for  their  guidance 
in  the  preaching  of  the  Word  of  God,  when  she  gives  them  their 
commission  for  this  work.  And  I  do  not  see  that  these  extend 
beyond  the  limits  I  have  described.  We  may  term,  if  we  please, 
the  Creeds,  the  four  first  Councils,  the  Articles,  the  Liturgy,  and 
the  Homilies,  the  authorized  expositors  of  the  Faith,  as  holden  in 
the  Church ;  and  we  shall  find  that  their  guidance  extends  over  the 
great  body  of  revealed  truth.  They  do  not,  indeed,  ordinarily 
give  us  the  interpretation  of  particular  passages  of  Scripture.    This 

*  ^  We  will,  that  all  Bishops  siuUl  instmet  uA  teach  our  people,  by  as  committed 
to  their  spiritual  charge,  that  thev  ought  and  must  most  constantly  beUere  and  defend 
idl  those  things  to  be  true  which  be  comprehended  in  the  whole  body  and  canon  of  the 
Bible,  and  also  in  the  Creeds  and  Symbols,  &c  Ac.,  and  that  they  ought,  uid  must 
taJce  and  intei^ret  all  the  same  things  aoeorcUng  to  the  self -same  sentence  and  inter- 
pretation which  the  words  of  the  self-same  Creeds  or  Symbols  do  purport,  and 
the  holy  and  approved  Doctors  of  the  Church  do  entreat  and  defend  the  same. 

**  Item, — ^That  they  ou^t,  and  must  utteriy  refuse  and  condemn  all  those  opinions 
contrary  to  the  said  Articles,  which  were  of  Ions  time  past  condemned  in  the  Four 
Holy  Councils,  that  is  to  say,  in  the  Councils  of  Nice,  Constantinople,  Ephesus,  and 
Chalcedonense,  and  all  oth^n  sith  that  time  in  any  point  consonant  to  the  same.** 
^^Formularies  <^FaUh,  p.  xviiL 

-f-  It  is  true,  that  in  thus  speciallv  refening  to  these  Four  Councils,  we  do  not 
exclude  others  from  all  authority ;  and  manv  of  our  Divines  count,  as  received  bv  our 
Church,  the  two  next  Councils,  the  2d  and  3d  of  Constantinople,  together  with  the 
above  fova ;  but  even  then  not  ^^"^^  as  of  equal  weight.  Thus  Hammond,  who  is 
quoted  by  Mr.  Palmer  (Treaiiee  on  ChunA,  part  iv.  c.  9,)  as  aUowinff  six  cacumenical 
Synods,  says,  **  And,  therefore,  of  the  Scriptures,  of  the  Creed,  (that  regula  JUUi 
vna,  «ofa,  immobUie  et  trr</brma6i/u,  that  one  only  immovable  and  nnreformable 
Rule  of  Faith,  as  Tertullian  calls  it,)  and  of  those  four  Councils,  as  the  repoeUanee  <^ 
aU  true  Apostoiio  TradUumy  I  suppose  it  rery  reffdar  to  affirm  that  the  entire  body 
of  the  Catholic  Faith  is  to  be  established,  and  all  heresies  convineed.**  And  he 
then  goes  on  to  say  in  what  manner,  and  how  £ar  the  next  two  Councils  are  also 
to  be  reoeivedw— ^aiiMiMHMf  on  Hereey,  sec.  t.  7. 

Again,  it  mav  be  observed,  that  in  1710,  when  the  Convocation  was  engaged  about 
Whiston^i  book,  the  Archbishop  pointed  out  as  one  of  the  things  to  be  done,  **  to 
fix  the  particular  places  of  Scripture,  and  in  the  Council  of  Nice,  and  the  Articles  of 
our  own  Church,  upon  which  the  charge  of  heresy  may  be  most  clearly  founded.** 
^CardwelPe  SfffuOaliay  p.  754.    See  also  Hooker^  Eeoles,  Pol,  b.  ▼.  64.  10  and  viii  ii.  17. 
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is  not  their  office.  But  they  do  give  the  condensed  sense  of  Scrip- 
ture, as  a  whole  ;  the  Doctrine  deduced  from  it  in  general.  In  the 
exposition  of  particular  texts,  or  in  any  questions  of  doubt  which 
arise  beyond  these  limits,  or,  as  not  clearly  defined  within  them, 
the  Ministers  of  religion  are  left  to  the  exercise  of  their  own  judg- 
ment, in  subordination  to  that  general  principle  which  is  implied  in 
the  reception  of  the  above  guides.  That  principle  is,  that  we  are 
not  to  seek  for  ourselves  new  interpretations — to  exercise  our 
ingenuity  on  the  Word  of  God,  and  to  try  and  make  new  dis- 
coveries, and,  so  called,  improvements  in  religion ;  but  to  lead  our 
minds  to  acquiesce  in  that  which  has  been  received  as  truth  in  the 
Church  from  the  beginning,  and  to  defer  teachably  to  sufficient 
evidence  on  this  point  where  it  may  be  had. 

20.  In  forming,  therefore,  his  judgment  on  these  matters,  which 
are  thus  left  open  to  its  exercise,  the  conscientious  Divine  will  feel 
that  he  is  bound  to  avail  himself  of  all  the  means  of  assistance 
which  he  can  derive,  from  whatever  quarter.  He  will  ever,  in  the 
first  place,  be  diligent  in  reading  the  Word  of  Grod,  with  prayer  to 
Him  for  the  true  understanding  of  the  same.  He  will  estimate  the 
value  of  a  careful  comparison  of  Scripture  with  Scripture,  and  with 
the  authorized  formularies  of  our  Church.  He  will  duly  revard 
the  helps  to  be  drawn  from  the  critical  labours  which  have  been 
bestowed  on  the  elucidation  of  the  sacred  text,  and  from  the 
recorded  opinions  of  learned  Divines,  both  of  our  own  and  other 
days.  And  in  thns  seeking  to  direct  his  own  judgment,  the 
testimony  of  primitive  Antiquity,  where  it  can  be  duly  ascertained 
— the  consent  of  the  Fathers  of  the  Church,  where  such  consent 
can  be  really  shewn,  must  needs  exert  the  most  powerful  influence 
on  a  candid  mind.  He  will  not,  however,  forget  that  it  is  not  as 
reasoners,  but  as  witnesses  of  £etcts  or  received  Doctrines,  that  the 
Fathers  may  justly  claim  deference,  and  that  the  application  of 
such  testimony  to  the  interpretation  of  Scripture  is  not  ordinarily 
to  be  looked  for  in  respect  to  particular  texts,  but  in  reference  to 
important  Doctrines  of  Faith.  As  regards  these,  the  testimony  of 
Antiquity  may,  in  the  way  of  negative  application,  be  deemed 
conclusive,  and  we  may  surely  infer  that  such  Doctrines,  of  which 
no  trace  can  be  found  therein,  can  have  little  claim  to  be  received.* 

*  For  instance^  when  Calvin  and  his  followeis  elaim  Seriptaral  authority  for  the 
institution  of  Lay  Elders,  on  the  ground  of  the  text  in  1  Tim.  t.  17,  it  seems  oon- 
elusive  to  aigne,  as  Bilson  has  done,  that  this  cannot  he  the  just  interpretation  of  the 
passage,  inasmoch  as  *'  ii  teotdd  be  Urange^  if  Lay  Elders  every  where  gowmed  ike 
Church  under  the  AposUeSy  that  no  C&unoilj  no  Hieiary,  no  Father^  did  ever  to  much  as 
name  them^  or  remember  them  ;  and  that  wheroM  many  learned  and  ancient  Fathers 
have  debated  and  sifted  the  force  qf  these  tcords,  not  one  ^  them  ever  surmised  any 
ewsh  thing  to  be  contained  in  this  text.  Chrysostom,  JeromBy  Ambrose^  Theodoret^ 
JPrimaeius,  4Ecimtenius^  Theophyktet,  and  divers  others,  have  considered  and  expounded 
these  words,  and  never  dreamed  qf  any  Lay  Presbytery  to  be  mentioned  in  them.** 
I  quote  this  as  an  instance,  in  which  it  appears  to  me,  that  the  testimony  of  Antiquity 
most  he  deemed  eooolusive  against  an  inteipretation  of  a  text,  the  mere  letter 
of  which,  without  such  assistance,  would  prohaUy,  to  most  persons,  appear  to 
render  such  a  constmction  plansible..^See  Bi^op  MusselTs  Sermon  on  <A«  Bistorieai 
Evidence  ^f  Episcopacy,  note,  p.  52.) 
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It  is  in  this  manner,  as  a  negative  argument,  that  the  eyidence  of 
Antiquity  has  been  triumphantly  appealed  to  by  our  Church  in  the 
controversy  with  Rome,  as  is  particularly  instanced  in  Jewers 
celebrated  challenge,  in  his  Sermon  at  Paul's  Gross.*  And  this  is 
its  safest  and  most  certain  use ;  though  it  may  justly  also  be  taken 
to  have  great  weight  positively,  when  clearly  and  decisively 
expressed.*!-  ^^^  ^^e  estimate  of  this,  and  the  inferences  to  be 
drawn  both  ways,  are  subjects  for  the  reasoning  faculty,  and  belong 
to  that  rightful  exercise  of  private  judgment  in  the  interpretation 
of  the  Word  of  God,  which  our  Church,  within  its  proper  limits, 
has  left  free  to  her  Ministers,  in  the  commission  with  which  she  has 
entrusted  them,  and  has,  indeed,  impressed  upon  them,  as  a  duty 
they  are  bound  to  discharge.^ 

21.  From  what  has  been  said  above,  it  would  appear  that  the 
practical  duty  of  the  Clergy,  in  reference  to  that  most  important 
part  of  their  ministerial  work,  which  consists  in  teaching  the  Word 
of  God,  may  be  laid  down  in  the  following  manner. 

22.  (1.)  They  are  "oi*^  of  the  Scriptures  to  instruct  the  people 
committed  to  their  charge.''''  This  is  the  positive  part  of  their  com- 
mission. It  is  their  great  and  essential  duty  to  draw  their  teaching 
from  Holy  Scripture,  and  to  set  before  their  congregations  freely 
and  fully  the  Doctrines  of  Faith,  and  Rules  of  Life,  thence  deduced, 
which  are  necessary  for  the  Salvation  of  mankind.  In  expounding 
these,  they  are  to  follow  the  guidance  which  the  Church  has 
provided  for  them  in  her  Creeds,  and  Articles,  and  Liturgical 
Formularies,  so  far  as  this  guidance  is  definite,  and  to  be  influenced 
by  its  spirit,  even  where  their  judgment  is  left  more  free. 

23.  (2.)  They  are  not  to  teach  anything  ""^  as  required  of  necessity 
to  eternal  Salvation^  hut  that  which  they  shall  be  persuaded  may  he 
concluded  and  proved  by  Scripture.'"  This  is  the  negative,  or 
restraining  part  of  their  commission.  There  are  some  things,  not 
thus  capable  of  being  proved  from  Scripture,  which,  nevertheless, 
it  may  be  desirable,  or  even  necessary,  for  the  complete  discharge 
of  their  sacred  office,  thai  they  should  teach  their  people.  And  of 
course,  it  is  fitting  that  they  should  not  neglect  to  instruct  them  in 

•  JewePs  Workt,  fol.  ed.  p.  58. 

t  See  Hawkifu*  BampUm  Lectures,  Lect.  vi  p.  2079  ^uid  note,  p.  369  s  also  Van 
MilderCt  Life  of  Waieriand,  p.  122  ;  and  WaleriatuTa  Use  and  Value  ef  BceleeiasHcal 
AnHquiiy,  Works,  vol.  v.  p.  275—330. 

it  Speaking  u  I  have  been,  more  especially  with  reference  to  the  asBistanoe  to 
be  derived  from  Tradition  in  the  interpretation  of  Scripture  Doctrine,  I  have 
not  referred  to  its  other  great  branch  of  use — viz.,  with  reference  to  the  ordinances 
of  the  Church  :  though  its  value  as  regards  these  is  even  more  unquestionable  than  in 
simple  Doctrine,  and  its  authority  more  complete,  inasmuch  as  rites  and  institutions 
are  more  undeniable  subjects  of  testimony  tnan  Doctrinal  statements ;  and  we  must 
never  forget,  that  the  value  of  Tradition  is  as  testimony,  not  as  authority  properly 
so  called.  No  one  who  has  carefully  considered  the  grounds  on  which  the  Church  has 
received  the  institution  of  the  Lord^s  Day,  of  Episcopacy,  of  Infant  Baptism,  of  Con- 
firmation, will  have  failed  to  observe  in  how  large  a  measure  the  testimony  of 
Antiquity  has  filled  up  the  notices  to  be  found  in  the  written  Word  of  Ordinances, 
which  we  believe  to  rest  on  the  authority  of  the  Apostles  and  of  our  Lord  himself.— 
See  Hawkim^  BampUm  Lectures,  Lect.  v. 
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such  pointo.  Bnt,  in  bringing  them  forward,  thej  must  bear  in 
mind  their  relative  place,  and  not  exalt  them  into  an  importance 
which  is  not  their  doe.*  Things  incapable  of  proof  from  Scripture 
are  not  things  necessary  to  Salvation:  and  they  who  speak  as 
messengers  from  Gk>d  to  man — the  ambassadors  of  a  merciful 
Saviour  to  a  sinful  world,  are  charged  primarily  and  mainly  with 
things  which  are  necessary  to  Salvation — with  those  glad  tidings 
whereby  the  subjects  of  God^s  wrath  and  condemnation  mav  be 
made  the  partakers  of  his  promises,  and  the  inheritors  of  his 
kingdom  in  heaven.  Truth,  in  proportion  as  it  is  important  and 
certain,  is  that  on  which  they  should  dwell.  The  lost  estate  of 
man,  in  the  corruption  of  his  fallen  nature,  and  his  restoration  by 
grace ;  Christ,  and  Him  crucified — ^the  Saviour  in  all  his  relations 
to  the  Church,  his  mystical  body — the  Holy  Spirit,  the  Author  of 
all  good  influence  in  the  heart  of  man,  and  the  Sanctifier  of  the 
people  of  the  Lord — sin,  as  the  cause  of  man^s  present  and  eternal 
misery — repentance  and  faith,  as  the  conditions  of  Justification — 
holiness,  as  the  essential  qualification  for  the  happiness  of  heaven — 
the  ordinances  of  Ood,  as  the  appointed  means  and  channels 
whereby  the  benefits  of  the  Redeemer's  blood,  and  the  sanctifying 
graces  of  the  Spirit,  are  conveyed  to  his  Church ;  these  are  the 
topics  wherein  the  preacher  will  love  to  expatiate,  and  in  enforcing 
which  he  will  best  fulfil  his  ministerial  charge. 

24.  It  might,  perhaps,  appear  hardly  needful  to  direct  your 
attention  to  a  truth  so  obvious  as  this.  But  I  am  the  rather  led 
thus  to  advert  to  it,  because  we  live  in  an  age  of  controversy ;  and 
controversies  have  an  especial  tendency  to  magnify  unessential  into 

*  The  lemarkB  of  Waterland  on  this  point,  in  reference  to  the  Canon  of  1691, 
^'abont  Preachers,**  appear  to  me  so  just  and  well  expressed,  that  I  subjoin  them. 
The  part  of  the  Canon  containing  the  rule  is,  *'  Preachers  thall  not  presume  to  deliver 
any  thing  fivm  the  pulpit^  at  nf  moment  to  be  religiouely  observed  and  believed  by  the 
pwpUf  biU  that  whiA  is  agreeable  to  the  Doctrine  of  the  Old  and  New  Testament,  and  coi- 
lected  out  cfthe  same  Doctrine  by  the  Catholic  Fathers  and  Bishops  qfiheA  ncient  Church.  ** 
WaterUnd  says,  *'  A  wise  reeuUtion,  formed  with  exquisite  judgment,  and  worded 
with  the  exactest  caution.  The  Canon  does  not  order  that  they  should  teach  whatever 
had  been  taught  by  the  Fathers ;  no^  that  would  have  been  setting  up  a  new  Rule 
of  Faith:  neither  does  it  say  that  they  shall  teach  whatsoever  the  Fathers  had 
coUededfrom  Seripture  ;  no,  that  would  have  been  making  them  infallible  interpreters, 
or  in&Ilible  reasoners :  the  Doctrine  must  be  found  first  in  Scripture  ;  only  to  be  the 
more  secure  that  we  have  found  it  there,  the  Fathers  are  to  be  called  in  to  be,  as 
it  were^  constant  checks  upon  the  presumption  or  wantonness  of  private  interpretation. 
But  then,  again,  as  to  private  interpretation,  there  is  liberty  enough  allowed  to  it. 
Preachers  are  not  forbidden  to  interpret  this  or  that  text,  or  hundreds  of  texts,  dif- 
ferently from  what  the  Fathers  have  done ;  provided  they  still  keep  within  the  analogy 
of  Faith,  and  presume  not  to  raise  any  new  Doctrine :  neither  are  they  lUtogetber 
restrained  from  teaching  any  thing  new,  provided  it  be  ofiered  as  opinion  oxuy,  or 
an  inferior  truth,  and  not  pressed  as  necessary  upon  the  people.  For  it  was  thought 
that  there  could  be  no  necessarv  Article  of  Faith,  or  Doctrine,  now  drawn  from 
Scripture,  but  what  the  Ancients  had  drawn  out  before  from  the  same  Scripture :  to 
say  otherwise  would  imply  that  the  Ancients  had  failed  universally  in  necessaries,  which 
is  morally  absurd.**— -I/m  and  Value  of  Ecclesiastical  Antiquity,  Works,  vol.  v.  p.  317. 
It  is  obvious  that  the  use  of  Antiquity,  which  is  directed  to  be  made  by  this  Canon,  is 
only  that  of  preventing  the  introduction  of  novelties  in  Doctrine.  It  is  its  negative, 
not  its  poaitive  ti8e.«—See  Goode^s  Divine  Rule  of  Faith,  vol.  ii.  p.  689. 
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essential  things ;  and  to  give  to  that,  which  is,  perhaps,  on  that 
yerj  account,  the  subject  of  controyersj,  becanse  it  is  doubtfal,  and 
which  has  been  allowed  to  be  doubtful,  because  it  is  not  necessary 
to  Salvation,  the  importance  which  belongs  alone  to  the  truth 
declared  of  God. 

Peabson,  Dean  of  Salisbuby. — 1842. 

14.  M^  first  great  objection  to  the  system,  or  school,  attempted 
to  be  revived  by  the  Oxford  Tracts,  is,  then,  the  undue  prominence 
and  authority  which  it  assigns  to  Tradition^  with  regard  to  the 
Bule  of  Faith.  It  does  not,  indeed,  like  the  Church  of  Borne, 
place  it  on  a  level  with  Holy  Writ,  or  invest  any  earthly  head 
with  the  attribute  of  infallibility ;  but  it  claims  for  what  it  calls 
the  consent  of  Oatholic  Antiquity,  or  Catholic  Tradition,  the 
authoritative,  and,  virtually,  the  infallible,  interpretation  of  the 
Holy  Scriptures,  as  the  standard  and  test  of  Divine  truth. 

15.  The  right  use  and  the  real  value  of  Tradition,  relative  to  the 
facts,  whether  of  secular  or  religious  history,  is  unquestionable : 
yet,  even  here,  in  the  absence  of  any  historical,  or  other  equivalent 
and  coinciding  evidence,  it  would  be  impossible  to  depend  upon  the 
perfect  truth  and  accuracy  of  Traditionary  report ;  more  especially, 
if  the  facts  so  transmitted  were  connected  with  religious  belief,  and 
involved  the  spiritual  and  eternal  interests  of  mankind. 

16.  There  cannot  be  a  more  striking  or  deplorable  proof  of  the 
uncertainty  and  insufficiency  of  oral  Tradition,  as  the  medium  of 
conveying  the  facts  and  truths  of  religion,  than  the  gradual  cor- 
ruption, and,  at  length,  the  utter  extinction  of  the  patriarchal 
testimony  respecting  the  great  truths  of  the  creation  and  the  fall, 
of  the  being  and  worship  of  the  Almighty  Creator,  and  of  the 
promise  of  redemption,  among  the  nations  of  the  heathen  world. 
Upon  this  point  there  can,  surely,  be  no  difference  of  opinion  among 
us.  But  when  the  remedy,  Divinely  appointed  to  check  this 
universal  tendency  to  ignorance  and  idolatry,  by  an  express  revela- 
tion from  heaven,  and  an  inspired  record  of  it,  was  introduced  and 
established,  both  were,  in  the  course  of  ages,  misunderstood  and 
disregarded.  The  Son  of  God  appealed  to  the  Scriptures  of  the 
Old  Testament,  as  testifying  of  him  as  the  promised  Messiah ;  but 
his  claims  were  rejected  and  disallowed  by  the  ignorance  and  mis- 
interpretation of  the  Jewish  doctors.  We  find  him  repeatedly 
charging  them  with  ^'  teachinof  for  Doctrines  the  commandments  of 
men,^  and  ''  making  void  the  Taw  of  God  through  their  Traditions  ;^' 
while  his  Apostle  Peter  reminds  the  Jewish  converts  to  the  Gbspel, 
that  they  had  been  *'  redeemed  from  their  vain  conversation,  which 
they  had  received,  by  TVaditian^  from  their  fathers,'' — whioh  Tra- 
dition remaining  with  their  descendants,  they  continue  in  prejudice 
and  unbelief. 

1 7.  When  Christianity  was  fully  established,  and  the  Canon  of 
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Scriptore  completed  and  recognised,  a  fresh  current,  not  of  Apos- 
tolic, but  of  human  Tradition,  originating  in  the  primitiye  times, 
began  to  flow,  and  gradually,  and,  at  first,  almost  imperceptibly, 
corrupting  and  perverting  the  pure  Doctrine  of  the  Apostles,  as 
taught  by  themselves,  and  recorded  in  their  writings — the  only 
sure  and  authoritative  Tradition,  as  IrensBus  justly  styles  it— over^ 
spread  the  &ce  of  the  Ohurch.  Traces  of  this  risinff  corruption  are 
plainly  visible  in  the  Apostolic  Epistles;  and  when  the  gift  of 
inspiration  ceased,  the  opposite  but  equally  debasing  influences  of 
Paganism  and  Judaism,  combined  with  the  natural  difficulty  of 
perceiving  and  maintaining  the  spirituality  of  Christian  truth,  con- 
tributed to  confirm  and  increase  it.  The  declension  and  supersti- 
tions of  the  Greek  Church,  at  a  comparatively  early  period,  sub* 
jected  her  to  the  incursion  and  devastation  of  Mahomedanism, 
from  which  she  has  not  yet  recovered ;  while  the  western  branch, 
thouffh,  for  the  most  part,  spared  from  that  scourge,  sunk  still  more 
deeply  into  error  and  idolatry,  and  anti-Christian  tjranny  and  cor- 
ruption, until  the  providence  of  Qod  interposed,  for  the  rescue  of 
Apostolic  and  Scriptural  truth,  by  the  blessed  Reformation. 

18.  The  principle  upon  which  that  great  event  was  founded,  was 
on  appeal  from  Tradition  to  the  tettitnony  of  the  Holy  Scriptures. 
It  was  the  translation  and  revived  study  of  the  sacred  volume  from 
the  time  of  Wicklifie,  its  morning  star,  which  led  to  the  English 
Reformation.  Secular  and  selfish  interests,  doubtless,  tended  to 
hasten  and  to  establish  it  ;  but  nothing  short  of  the  flood  of  light 
which  (torn  that  Divine  source  was  shed  upon  the  great  truths  of 
the  Gospel,  could,  under  the  influence  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  have  so 
illuminated  the  minds,  and  impressed  the  hearts  of  multitudes,  not 
only  of  the  Clergy  of  all  rauKS,  and  chiefly  of  the  higher  orders, 
but  of  the  great  body  of  the  people  of  this  kingdom,  as  to  persuade 
them  to  abandon  the  long-cherished  and  naturally-attractive  errors 
and  superstitions  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  to  adopt  the  humbling 
and  self-denying  Doctrines  and  principles  of  the  Reformed  Faith,  to 
brave,  during  one  short'  but  trying  period,  the  terrors  of  persecution, 
and,  in  many  signal  instances,  to  seal  the  truth  of  their  testimony 
at  the  stake  ;  and  at  length  successfriUy,  and  as  I  trust  for  ever,  to 
shake  off  the  yoke  of  that  corrupt  and  idolatrous  communion. 

19.  It  is  true,  that  our  wise  and  deeply-learaed  and  pious 
Reformers,  in  pursuing  the  great  and  difficult  work  to  which  the 
providence  of  God  had  called  them,  did  not  repudiate  and  reject 
the  treasures  of  Christian  Antiquity,  and  Christian  wisdom  and 
piety ;  but  in  framing  or  reforming  the  English  Liturgy,  carefully 
availed  themselves,  not  only  of  the  three  venerable  Creeds  of  the 
Catholic  Church,  as  the  symbols  of  their  Faith,  and  the  pledges  of 
their  union  vnth  true  believers  in  all  ages,  but  of  what  was  Scrip- 
tural and  pure,  and  there  was  and  is  much  of  both,  in  the  Roman 
Breviary  and  Missal,  and  of  the  stores  of  devotional  excellence 
contained  in  the  more  ancient  Liturgies  of  the  Eastern  Church. 
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20.  It  is  also  trae,  that,  ia  defending  the  English  Reformation 
against  the  objections  and  cavils  of  the  Church  of  Borne,  its  mar- 
tyred founders,  and  subsequent  apologists  and  supporters,  appealed 
to  the  Fathers  of  the  first  six  centuries,  in  proof  that  the  Doctrines 
which  they  asserted  were  such  as  had  been  taught  from  the  begin- 
ning— the  "  Faith  once  delivered  to  the  Saints'^ — ^that  they  were  not 
the  innovators,  but  the  Romanists  themselves,  who,  in  addition  to 
the  tenets  which  they  held  in  common,  had  introduced  many  others, 
for  which  they  had  no  warrant,  either  from  Scripture  or  the 
Fathers,  together  with  a  mass  of  superstitious  rites  and  ceremonies 
condemned  by  both. 

21.  This  important  distinction  must,  however,  be  carefully  borne 
in  mind,  with  reference  to  the  alleged  consent  of  Catholic  Antiquity ; 
that  the  appeal  on  the  part  of  the  English  Reformers  was,  from 
first  to  last,  not  to  the  Fathers  of  the  Church,  as  the  authorized 
or  infallible  interpreters  of  Scripture,  but  to  the  Word  of  God 
itself;  and  to  the  Fathers,  as  satis&ctory  and  valuable,  so  far  as 
their  testimony  extended,  but  still,  as  subsidiary  and  secondary 
supporters  of  the  Doctrines  which  the  Reformers  themselves  had 
originally  and  purely  drawn  from  the  sacred  records. 

22.  In  proof  of  this  position,  I  would  confidently  refer  you  to 
the  authorized  formularies  and  documents  of  our  Church — to  the 
Sixth  Article,  which  declares,  that  "  Holy  Scripture  containeth  all 
things  necessary  to  Salvation  :  so  that,  whatsoever  is  not  read 
therein,  nor  may  be  proved  thereby,  is  not  to  be  required  of  any 
man,  that  it  should  be  believed  as  an  Article  of  the  Faith,  or  be 
thought  requisite  or  necessary  to  Salvation'' — ^to  the  Eighth  Article, 
which,  in  asserting  that  the  three  Creeds,  the  Nicene,  the  Atha- 
nasian,  *'  and  that  which  is  commonly  called  the  Apostles'  Creed, 
ought  thoroughly  to  be  received  and  believed,"  adds,  as  the  reason 
for  this  requirement — not  the  mere  authority  of  Tradition,  or  of 
the  Church,  though  this  is,  doubtless,  considerable — but  because 
"  they  may  be  proved  by  most  certain  warrants  of  Holy  Scripture"" 
— ^and  to  the  twentieth,  and  several  others,  which  equally  assign 
the  authority  of  the  inspired  Word  as  the  exclusive  ground  upon 
which  the  Doctrine  or  the  practice  in  question  is  affirmed  or 
rejected. 

23.  But  I  would,  upon  this  important  point,  particularly  direct 
your  attention  to  several  of  the  questions,  to  which  distinct  affir- 
mative answers  are  required,  in  the  Office  for  the  Ordering  of 
Priests  in  our  Church.  After  inquiring,  in  the  terms  of  the  Sixth 
Article,  whether  the  candidate  is  persuaded  "  That  the  Holy  Scrip- 
tures contain  sufficiently  all  Doctrine  required  of  necessity  for 
eternal  Salvation,  through  Faith  in  Jesus  Christ,"  it  thus  proceeds : 
^'  And  are  you  determined,  out  of  the  said  Scriptures,  to  instruct 
the  people  committed  to  your  charge ;  and  to  teach  nothing  as 
required  of  necessity  to  eternal  Salvation,  hut  that  which  you  shall 
be  persuathd  may  be  concluded  and  proved  by  the  Scripture  f 
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Again :  Will  yon,  then,  give  your  faithfbl  diligence,  always  so  to 
minister  the  Doctrine  and  Sacraments,  and  the  Discipline  of  Christ, 
<u  the  Lord  hath  commanded^  and  as  this  Church  and  Realm  hath 
received  the  same,  according  to  the  commandments  of  God  f^  And, 
again :  "  Will  you  be  ready,  with  all  faithful  diligence,  to  banish 
and  drive  away  all  erroneous  and  strange  Doctrines  contrary  to 
God^s  Wordf^  Once  more:  "Will  you  be  diligent  in  prayers, 
and  in  reading  of  the  Holy  Scriptures^  and  in  such  studies  as  help 
to  the  hMwledge  of  the  same  ?^  I  add,  with  regard  to  this  last 
most  important  question,  the  similar  inquiry  in  the  Office  for  the 
Consecration  of  Bishops,  in  which  the  same  qualification  is  more 
.pointedly  expressed  :  *'  Will  you,  then,  faithfully  exercise  yourself 
in  the  same  Holy  Scriptures,  and  call  upon  God  by  prayer^  for  the 
true  understanding  of  the  same  ?^*  ,  In  illustration  of  which,  the 
Church,  in  unison  with  numerous  examples  of  such  petitions  in 
Holy  Writ,  teaches  her  Members  to  pray,  "  That  it  may  please 
Qod  to  illuminate  all  Bishops,  Priests,  and  Deacons  with  true  know- 
ledge and  understanding  of  His  Wordy'' — plainly  implying,  as  in 
the  Prayer  of  St.  Chrysostom,  at  the  close  of  Morning  and  Evening 
Service,  the  necessity  of  such  illumination,  and  the  duty  of  im- 

Slorin^  it,   which    could    not    be    enjoined   with  regard  to   any 
traditional  or  mere  human  compositions  or  interpretations  whatso- 
eyer. 

24.  I  have  reminded  you,  my  Reverend  Brethren,  of  these 
passages,  which,  with  one  exception,  so  intimately  concern  ns  all, 
for  the  purpose  of  distinctly  marking  the  views  of  our  Church. with 
regard  to  the  Holy  Scriptures,  as  the  exclusive  Rule  of  Faith  and 
practice.  It  may,  perhaps,  be  replied,  that  the  writers  to  whom 
this  discussion  chieny  refers,  do  not,  with  the  Romanists,  ascribe 
equal  authority  to  what  is,  without  proof,  and  therefore  falsely, 
called  Apostolic  Tradition  ;  but  simply,  that  the  Church  enjoins  us 
to  receive  the  Traditional  consent  of  Catholic  Antiquity  as  the 
authoritative,  and  virtually  and  practically,  as  the  infallible  inter- 
preter  of  Scripture  ;  and  that  the  Church,  by  this  injunction,  does 
not  intend  to  claim  any  superiority  over  the  Scriptures^  but  only 
over  oursehes.  Now,  however  plausible  this  statement  may  appear 
to  some,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  asserting,  that  it  is  at  once 
fallacious  and  untrue. 

25.  It  is  fallacious,  because,  while  the  Church  cordially  recog<- 
nises  and  claims  the  consent  of  Catholic  Antiquity  as  to  the  grand 
outline  of  her  Doctrine,  especially  in  the  shape  of  her  Creeds  and 
early  Confessions  of  Faith,  it  is  notorious  that  these  embrace,  for 
the  most  part,  only  the  principal  facts  of  Holy  Scripture,  concerning 

*  The  Doctrine  of  the  Church  of  England  upon  this  important  suhiect  is  strongly 
enforced  in  the  Homily  against  Wilful  I^bellion ;  at  the  close  of  which  the  followinff 
striking  passage  occurs : — '*  For  all  are  commanded  to  read  or  hear,  to  search  and 
study  uie  Holy  Scriptures  ;  and  are  promised  understanding  to  be  given  them  from 
God,  if  they  so  do." 

S 
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the  Divine  Trinity,  the  Incarnation,  Safferings,  Death,  ResarrectioQf 
and  Ascension  of  the  Son  of  God ;  the  existence  and  communion  of 
His  Church,  the  forgiveness  of  sins,  the  resurrection  of  the  body, 
and  the  life  everlasting. 

26.  I  need  not  inform  you,  my  Brethren,  that,  in  connection 
with  these  primary  Articles  of  the  Christian  Faith,  and  in  addition 
to  them,  there  are  many  others,  and  much  that  concerns  the  true 
meaning,  development,  and  application  of  them  all,  which  it  is  of  the 
utmost  importance  to  understand  and  to  ascertain ;  and  that  upon 
these  almost  innumerable  points  there  is,  in  reality,  no  such  Oaiholic 
consent  as  concerning  those  historical  and  fundamental  facts  and 
Doctrines  themselves;  that  upon  these,  which  comprise  no  less 
than  the  subject  of  man^s  acceptance  in  the  sight  of  God,  the  office 
and  efficacy  of  Faith,  the  nature  and  extent  of  Divine  Grace,  of 
holiness  and  obedience  to  the  will  of  God,  the  Doctrine  of  the 
Sacraments,  and  much  that  relates  to  man^s  connexion  with  the 
invisible  and  eternal  world — there  is  considerable  diversity  of 
opinion  amongst  the  Fathers  and  ancient  Doctors  of  the  Church  ; 
and  that  it  is  merely  gratuitous  and  delusive  to  assume,  as  some  do, 
that  there  is,  among  the  writers  of  Catholic  Antiquity,  one  uniform 
and  harmonious  interpretation  of  Scripture  upon  these  momentous 
subjects,  which  is  as  much  a  matter  of  fact  as  the  Articles  of  the 
Apostles^  or  the  Nicene  Creed.  The  learned  in  Ecclesiastical 
History  know  perfectly,  that,  with  the  exception  of  the  general 
outline  to  which  I  have  already  referred,  it  is,  in  truth,  far  other- 
wise. Of  this  there  is  sufficient  and  significant  proof  in  the  well- 
known  fact,  that  the  Romanists,  however  unjustly,  yet  not,  it  must 
be  confessed,  without  some  degree  of  plausibility,  claim  the  comAent 
of  Catholic  Antiquity  in  favour  of  their  own  corruptions  of  the 
pure  Apostolic  Doctrines  of  the  Christian  Church. 

27.  But  even  if  such  an  uniform  and  consentaneous  interpreta- 
tion of  Scripture  as  to  the  grand  principles  and  precepts  of  the 
Gospel  really  existed  among  the  ancient  Fathers  of  the  Church,  it 
is  not  true  that  the  Church  of  England  demands  of  her  Ministers 
an  implicit  and  unqualified  acquiescence  in  it.  She  has  her  own 
standard  of  Doctrine,  to  which  she  requires  our  unfeigned  assent 
and  consent  in  her  Liturgy  and  Articles,  which  last  are  expressed 
nearly  in  the  language  of  Scripture.  And  while,  as  we  have  seen, 
she  asserts  that  her  Faith  is  that  of  the  primitive  and  Catholic 
Church,  rightly  understood  and  fairly  collected,  she  does  not  impose 
even  this,  except  as  consistent  with  the  declarations  of  Holy  Writ, 
and  as  capable  of  being  satisfactorily  proved  by  it ;  and  appeals 
upon  every  occasion  "  to  the  law  and  to  the  testimony""  of  inspired 
Scripture,  cordially  acquiescing  in  the  conclusion  of  the  Prophet, 
that,  *'  if  any  speak  not  according  to  that  word,  it  is  because  there 
is  no  light  in  them." 

28.  It  follows  from  this,  that  the  Church  never  intended  to 
admit,  and  much  less  to  sanction,  the  principle  contended  for  by 
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some,  that  her  Ministers  are  not  only  at  liberty,  but  bound  upon 
all  points,  whether  of  Doctrine,  discipline,  or  practice,  to  regulate 
their  Faith  or  their  conduct  by  the  supposed  consent  of  Catholic 
Antiquity ;  as  if  the  vast,  and  often  discordant,  mass  of  devotional, 
practical,  mystical^  and  controversial  Theology,  which  is  comprised 
under  that  designation,  were  collectively  recognised  as  the  criterion 
and  standard  of  Divine  truth,  instead  of  her  own  authorized  formu- 
laries, which  the  Church  presents  to  us  for  our  deliberate  judgment 
and  acceptance,  as  founded  upon,  and  proved  by,  those  ^'  Holy 
Scriptures,''  of  which  she  is  a  "  witness  and  a  keeper  ;''  and 
which,  *^  given  by  inspiration  of  God,  are  profitable  for  Doctrine, 
for  reproof,  for  correction  and  instruction  in  righteousness,  that  the 
man  of  Grod,**'  the  Minister  of  Christ,  "  may  be  perfect,  thoroughly 
furnished  unto  all  good  works.'' 

29.  I  have  dwelt  the  longer,  my  Reverend  Brethren,  upon  this 
g^eat  topic,  because  it  lies,  in  fact,  at  the  root  of  the  whole  discus- 
sion. So  long  as  men  are  contented  to  derive  their  views  of  Divine 
truth,  and  their  interpretation  of  Holy  Scripture,  not,  as  required 
of  her  Ministers  by  our  Church,  from  the  diligent  and  devout 
study  of  the  sacred  records  themselves,  under  the  guidance  of  her 
own  Scriptural  Liturgy,  Articles,  and  Homilies,  assisted,  indeed, 
though  not  controlled,  by  the  labours  as  of  other  authors,  whether 
ancient  or  modern,  so  especially  of  her  venerable  Reformers  and 
most  accredited  writers ;  but,  primarily  and  principally,  through 
the  medium  of  the  FatheTs  and  other  Ecclesiastical  writers  pre- 
ceding the  Reformation,  they  can  scarcely  fail  of  misunderstanding 
and  misinterpreting  the  true  and  Scriptural  system  of  the  Gospel, 
and  of  adopting  the  errors,  and  incurring  the  dangers,  of  the 
school  of  Divinity,  which  it  is  my  present  purpose  briefly,  but 
earnestly,  to  oppose, 

Thirlwall,  Bishop  op  St.  David's. — 1842. 

25.  Much  offence  and  alarm  has  been  caused  by  statements  with 
regard  to  the  relation  between  Scripture  and  Tradition,  which 
have  been  put  forward  on  one  side  as  neglected  and  almost  forgotten 
truths,  and  condemned  on  the  other  as  repugnant  to  the  spirit  at 
least  of  our  Sixth  Article,  and  a  virtual  abandonment  of  a  funda- 
mental principle  of  our  Reformation. 

26.  No  topic  of  the  recent  controversy  has  been  more  fruitfol 
than  this :  none,  it  may  perhaps  be  added,  has  led  to  more  im- 
portant and  profitable  inquiries.^     If  it  be  true,  as  seems  hardly  to 


^  The  foUowing  are  a  few  of  the  numerous  publications  in  which  the  views  of  the 
Tzactarians,  upon  this  important  subject,  have  been  examined  and  exposed: — 

A  Brief  ExamtTiaHon  of  Professor  keble's  Visiiatum  Sermon.     By  W.  Wilson,  D.D., 
Canon  of  Winchester. 

Noi  Tradiium^  but  Scripture,     Bv  the  Rev.  Ph.  N.  Shuttlbworth,  D.D.,  Warden 
of  New  CoUege,  and  late  Bishop  of  Chichester. 

b2 
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be  denied,  that  TraditioD  had  not  only  become  '^  to  most  of  us  an 
unpalatable  word/^  but  one  of  *^  vague  use/^  and  ^'  closely  associated 
in  most  men'^s  minds  with  a  whole  host  of  partialities  and  anti* 
pathies/'  then  certainly  we  have  reason  to  congratulate  ourselves, 
that  so  much  has  been  done  of  late  to  clear  up  its  ambiguity,  to 
distinguish  and  ascertain  its  various  meanings,  and  to  enable  us, 
whether  we  relish  it  or  not,  to  use  it  calmly  and  soberly,  in  its 
proper  place,  and  v^nth  a  right  conception  of  its  import. 

27.  For  my  present  purpose,  it  will  be  sufficient  to  express  my 
opinion,  that  the  progress  of  the  controversy  has  shewn  that  the 
difference  between  the  two  parties,  on  this  point,  is  not  one  of  prin- 
ciple,^ but  of  fact.     There  is  no  dispute  as  to  the  nature  of  the 


Essays  on  some  of  the  Dangers  to  Christian  Faith.  By  Richard  Whatslt,  D.D.^ 
Archbishop  of  Dublin. 

The  Kingdom  qf  Christ.     By  the  same  Author. 

Tradition  Unveiled.  By  the  Rev.  Badbn  Powxx.l,  M.A.,  Slc,  Savilian  Profeflsor 
of  Geometry,  Oxford. 

A  Lecture  on  Tradition,  read  before  the  Uniyersity  of  Oxford,  March  7>  1839.  By 
R.  D.  Hampden,  D.D.,  Regius  Professor  of  Diyinity,  and  Canon  of  Christ  Church. — 
Fourth  edition,  1841. 

Discourses  upon  Tradition  and  Episoopaey*  By  Christophbr  Bsnson,  M.A«, 
Master  of  the  Temple,  and  Canon  of  Worcester. 

A  Defence  qf  the  Principles  qf  the  English  Reformation,  By  the  Rev.  C.  S. 
Bird,  M.A.,  Prebendary  of  Gainsboroueh. 

Scriptural  Grounds  of  Union,  considered  in  Five  Sermons  preached  before  the 
University  of  Cambridge.  By  James  Scholsfield,  A.M.,  Regius  Professor  of 
Greek. — Sermon  5th. 

Provincial  Letters  from  the  County-Palatine  qf  Durham.  By  G.  Stanley  Faber^ 
B.D.,  Master  of  Sherburn  Hospital,  and  Prebendary  of  Salisbury. — Letters  17  and  18. 

The  Divine  Rule  of  Faith  and  Practice.  By  William  Goods,  A.M.,  Rector  of 
St.  Antholin,  London. 

The  Case  as  it  is.     By  the  same  author. 

The  Bampton  Lectures  for  1842.  By  James  Garbett,  M.A.,  Professot  of  Poetry 
in  the  University  of  Oxford,  and  Prebendary  of  Chichester. 

Ancient  Christianity.    By  Isaac  Taylor,  Esq. 

The  Sufficiency  of  Holy  Scripture  as  the  Ride  qf  Faith,  An  Ordination  Sermon* 
By  Daniel,  Bishop  op  Calcutta. 

The  Standard  qf  Faith.  A  Visitation  Sermon.  By  J.  Da  vies,  B.D.,  Rector  of 
Gateshead,  and  Master  of  King  James*  Hospita!,  Durham.  Published  at  the  request 
of  the  Clergy,  1841. 

Pervertea  Tradition  the  Bane  of  the  Church.  A  Sermon  preached  at  St.  PauPs 
Cathedral.     By  Josiah  Pratt,  B.I).,  Vicar  of  St.  Steplien^s,  Coleman-street 

The  Written  Tradition.  A  Sermon  preached  in  the  Parish  Church,  Cheltenham, 
Nov.  ftth,  1842.  By  the  Rev.  Francis  Close,  A.M — [For  a  notice  of  this  Sermon  by 
the  Tractarian  party,  see  Appendix  F.] 

Letter  to  the  Laity  of  the  Church  qf  England.  By  Francis  T.  Hill,  Esq.,  M.Ai 
—Ed. 

9  Dr.  PusEY,  in  his  Letter  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury ,  endeavours  to  establish 
a  similar  conclusion : — 

<<  Whatever  difference  there  is,  relates  not  to  the  Sufficiency  of  Holy  Scripture  in 
any  way,  nor  to  its  being  the  sole  source  of  saving  Faith,  nor  to  its  superiority  to  man, 
nor  to  its  authority  over  the  Church ;  it  relates  not  at  all  to  Holy  Scripture,  but  to  «*; 
not  to  the  Sufficiency  of  Holy  Scripture,  but  to  ours  ;  not  to  submitting  Holy  Scrip- 
ture to  the  Church  Catholic,  but  ourselves:^* — p.  71. 

Upon  this  passable  Mr.  Goode  remarks — 

^  What !  '  no  difference  sa  to  the  Suffi<nency  of  Scripture,''  when  We  are  told  that 
*  the  Gospel  Message  is  but  indirectly  and  covertly  recorded  in  Scripture  under  the 
surface'  ?    (Tjraot  86,  p.  27.) 
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supreme  authority  in  matters  of  Faith  ;  it  is  admitted  to  be  not  the 
decision  of  uninspired  men  in  any  age,  much  less  of  any  hnman 
arbitrator,  but  the  teaching  of  our  Lord  and  His  A  postles :  but  one 
question  is,  whether  an^  record  of  that  teaching  is  still  to  be 
found,  beside  that  which  is  contained  in  Holy  Writ.^  Those  who 
have  most  magnified  the  authority  of  Tradition  have  proceeded  on 
the  supposition,  express  or  implied,  that  the  Tradition  they  speak 
of  has  preserved  a  portion  of  that  teaching.  They  are  met  with 
the  assertion,  that  either  no  such  record  exists,  or  that  it  is  im- 
possible to  discover  it.  This  is  certainly  a  fair  subject  for  historical 
investigation  and  argument. 

28.  But  it  is  not  this  that  constitutes  the  most  interesting  and 
important  point  of  variance:    the  main  point  is  the  relation  in 


we 


**  What !  no  difference  as  to  Scriptnre  *  bein^  the  sole  source  of  saving  Faiih,'*  when 

» are  told  that  it  is  ito<  'the  only  ground  of  Faith,*  (Nbwman,  Lectures  on  Bonumism, 
p.  369,}  that  Catholic  Tradition  is  <a  Divine  informant,^  {lb.  329,)  'the  unwHtten 
Word*  {IK  355,)  to  be  received  *with  the  same  reverence^  as  the  written  Word, 
(Kkblk^s  Sermon  on  Tradition^  p.  26,)  and  that  our  eontrorersy  with  Rome  is  not  on  the 
Doctrine  of  Tradition,  but  only  as  to  the  truth  of  some  particular  Traditions  ?"— . 
(PusxY.     Earnest  Remonstrance,  p.  15.) — The  Ckue  as  it  m— pp.  9, 10. — Ed. 

1  It  will  be  seen  from  the  following  observations  of  the  late  himented  Dr.  Arnold, 
thai  there  is  no  little  inconsistency  and  contradiction  in  the  writings  of  the  Tractarians 
upon  this  point  ^— . 

''Since  this  was  written,  I  have  found  out,  what  certainly  it  was  impossible  to 
anticipate  beforehand,  that  our  Lord's  words, '  Do  this  in  remembrance  of  me,*  are 
supposed  to  teach  the  Doctrine  of  the  Priest's  consecrating  power.  But  the  passage 
to  which  I  refer  is  so  remarkable,  that  I  must  quote  it  in  its  author's  own  wordsL 
Mr.  NswMAN,Tor  the  Tract  is  apparently  one  of  his,  observes,  that  three  out  of  the 
four  Gospels  make  no  mention  of  the  raising  of  Lazarus.     He  then  goes  on, — 

***  Ab  the  raising  of  Lazarus  is  true,  though  not  contained  at  all  in  the  first  three 
Ciospels,  so  the  gift  of  consecrating  the  Eucharist  may  have  been  committed  by  Christ 
to  tne  Priesthood,  though  only  mdirectly  taught  in  any  of  the  four,  will  you  say 
I  am  arguing  against  our  own  Church,  wliich  says  that  Scripture  ''contains  all  things 
neeesaary  to  be  believed  to  Salvation''?  Doubtless  Scripture  contains  all  things 
neeessaiy  to  be  believed;  but  there  may  be  things  contained  which  are  not  on  me 
turfacey  and  things  which  belong  to  the  Ritual,  and  not  to  beli^.  Points  of  Faith 
may  lie  under  the  surface  :  points  of  observance  need  not  be  in  Scripture  at  alL  The 
consecrating  power  is  a  point  of  Ritual,  yet  it  is  indirectly  taught  in  Scripture,  though 
not  brought  out,  when  Christ  said,  "  Do  this,"  for  He  Rpake  to  the  Apostles,  who  were 
Priests,  not  to  His  Disciples  generally.' — Tracts  for  the  Times,  Tract  85,  p.  46. 

''  This  passage  is,  indeed,  characteristic  of  the  moral  and  intellectual  faults  which  I 
have  alluded  to  as  marking  the  writings  of  the  supporters  of  Mr.  Newman's  system. 
But  what  is  become  of  the  assertion,  uiat  this  security  of  the  A])08tolical  Commission 
was  '  expressly  authorized*  by  our  Lord,  when  it  is  admitted  that  it  is  only  indirectly 
taughi  m  Scripture?  And  what  becomes  of  the  notion,  that  what  our  Lord  did 
cr  msiiiuted  may  be  learned  from  another  source  than  Scripture,  when  Mr.  Newman 
has  most  truly  stated,  in  the  passage  quoted  in  the  preceding  note,  that  ['  Scripture 
alone  contains  what  remains  to  us  of  our  Lord's  teaching,*  and  that — Ed.]  our  Lord's 
history,  the  history  of  his  words  and  works, '  is  in  Scripture,  and  Scripture  only : 
Tradition  has  no  part  in  it'  ?  I  pass  over  Uie  surprising  state  of  mind  which  could 
imagine  a  distinction  between  things  necessary  to  be  believed,  and  necessary  to  be  done ; 
and  could  conceive  such  a  distinction  to  be  according  to  the  meaning  of  our  Article. 
It  would  appear  that  this  shift  has  been  since  abandoned,  and  others,  no  way  less 
extraordinary,  have  been  attempted  in  its  place ;  for  an  extraordinary  process  it  must 
be  wliich  tries  to  reconcile  Mr.  Newman's  opinion  with  the  declaration  of  the  Sixth 
Article.*^ — Arnold's  Christian  Life;  its  Course,  its  Hindrances,  and  its  Helps,  Intro- 
duction^ pp.  33,  34 — ^Ed. 
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which  Tradition  is  made  to  stand  to  Scripture.  If  Scripture  not 
only  contains  all  things  necessary  to  Salvation,  but  delivers  them  so 
plainly  that  every  one  may  find  them  there  for  himself,  it  is  com- 
paratively of  little  moment,  whether  fragments  of  the  teaching  of 
our  Lord  and  His  Apostles  have  or  have  not  been  preserved  else- 
where. But  if  Scripture  itself  needs  an  interpreter,  it  becomes  a 
question  of  the  highest  importance,  whether  there  exists  any 
Tradition  capable  of  discharging  that  office,  and  how  far  it  is  to  be 
trusted. 

29.  And  here  the  divergency  between  the  opposite  parties 
appears  at  first  sight  very  great  indeed :  the  one  urging  all  that 
can  be  said  to  prove  the  obscurity  of  Scripture,  the  other  insisting 
on  its  plainness  and  perspicuity.  Nevertheless,  on  closer  inspection, 
the  points  on  which  they  agree  will,  perhaps,  be  found  both  more 
numerous  and  more  essential  than  those  on  which  they  differ. 

30.  It  seems  to  be  admitted,  on  both  sides,  that  the  right  under- 
standing of  Scripture  is  not  to  be  attained  by  the  exercise  of  the 
unassisted  reason ;  that  it  depends  on  certain  moral  conditions,  and 
a  certain  measure  of  spiritual  illumination.  And  even  those  who 
contend  that  this  is  the  only  assistance  absolutely  necessary,  would 
hardly  deny,  that  the  experiment  has  rarely,  if  ever,  been  tried ; 
or  that  the  persons  who  come  to  the  study  of  Scripture  with  such 
assistance,  dso  generally  bring  with  them  notions  and  impressions 
derived  from  eany  instruction. 

31.  Nor,  again,  is  it  maintained  by  either  party,  that  the  suffi- 
ciency of  Scripture  is  such  as  to  render  all  other  external  helps 
to  the  right  understanding  of  it  useless.  That  would  be  con- 
demned as  a  mark  of  ignorant  presumption,  or  of  blind  enthusiasm  • 
It  is  admitted,  '^  that  there  are  many  useful  guides  to  the  truth 
besides  the  Scriptures,  of  which  the  writings  of  the  early  Fathers 
are  one,  and  an  important  one.^* 

32.  But  Airther,  it  is  not  pretended,  that  to  appeal  to  the  con- 
sent of  primitive  Antiquity,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the 

,  sense  of  Scripture  on  Articles  of  Faith,  is  any  peculiarity  of  the 
modern  school,  which  is  charged  with  unduly  exalting  the  authority 
of  Tradition.  On  the  contrary,  it  has  been  laid  down  by  an  emi- 
nent living  Divine,  who  is  not  only  unconnected  with  that  school, 
but  one  of  its  most  zealous  opponents,  that,  '^  in  the  settlement  of 
Articles  of  Faith  on  the  authority  of  Scripture,  the  principle  of  the 
Anglican  Church  is  that  of  an  appeal  to  the  recorded  consent  of 

Primitive  Antiquity  from  the  very  beginning.""f-  Here,  indeed,  it 
as  been  justly  observed  h^  others,  that  if  this  consent  is  to  be 
taken  in  its  strict  sense,  as  including  the  assent  ot  every  individual 
Christian  in  any  age  of  the  Church,  it  is  something  which  either 

*  Goode:  Divine  Rule  of  Faith  and  Practice,  I.  p.  18. 

t  Faber :  Primitive  Doctrine  of  Jutii/icaHan,    2d  edit  p.  366. 
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neyer  existed,  or,  at  least,  is  utterly  incapable  of  proof.  And  this 
observation — if  it  was  ever  needed — is  certainly  very  valuable. 
But  how  far  the  consent  of  the  great  majority  may  be  properly 
considered  as  answering  the  same  purpose,  and  again,  how  far  such 
a  consent  is  represented  by  any  records  which  have  been  preserved 
to  us — ^these  are  questions  on  which  every  one  may  be  allowed  to 
fonn  his  own  opinion. 

33.  So  far,  then,  we  discover  no  difference  as  to  any  principle  which 
is  peculiar  to  any  modem  school.  But  when  we  proceed  a  step 
further,  we  meet  with  an  apparent  difference  of  principle,  and  one 
which  has  been  represented  as  of  vital  moment.  For  the  consent  of 
Antiquity,  in  whatever  sense  it  is  understood,  may  be  regarded  either 
aa  simply  the  evidence  of  a  witness,  or  as  the  authoritative  decision  of 
an  in&llible  iudge.  And  this,  indeed,  sounds  like  a  very  important 
distinction,  though,  I  must  own,  that  it  appears  to  me  a  difference 
more  of  sound  than  of  substance.^  For  if  it  is  the  character  of 
the  witness,  and  not  the  nature  of  his  testimony,  that  makes  his 
evidence  decisive,  it  seems  to  matter  little,  as  to  the  practical  result, 
which  view  we  take.  The  exercise  of  private  judgment  on  the 
Doctrine  delivered  is  equally  excluded  by  each.     But  even  this 

?>int  is  one  in  which  the  controversy  of  our  day  is  not  concerned, 
he  party,  which  appeals  to  the  consent  of  Antiquity,  professes  to 
hold,  that  '^  the  Scripture  is  the  sole  authoritative  source  of  the 
Faith,^  i,  ^.,  "  of  things  to  be  believed  in  order  to  Salvation ;  and 
that  the  Church  only  testifies  to  her  children  what  truths  are 
necessary  to  be  believed  in  order  to  Salvation,  in  subjection  to 
Scripture ;  and  even  when  she  determines  controversies,  does  this 
not  in  the  character  of  a  judge,  but  as  a  witness  to  what  she 
herself  received.*^*  I  am  aware,  unhappily,  that  it  has  been  not 
nnfrequently  insinuated,  that  such  professions  are  not  to  be  trusted. 
I  do  not  inquire  whether  insinuations  of  this  kind  are  charitable  or 

*  Pnsey:  Letter  to  ihs  Buhop  of  Ojtford,  p.  31,  3d  Ed.  The  whole  paaaage 
roiiB  thus : — '^  In  brief,  then,  my  Lord,  the  meuung  of  our  Church  (aa  we  conceive) 
in  ^eee  Articles  is,  that  the  Scripture  is  the  sole  authoritative  source  of  the  Faith, 
t.  e.,  of  *  things  to  be  believed  in  order  to  Salvation* ;  the  Church  is  the  medium 
through  ^ich  that  knowledge  is  conveyed  to  individuals  ;  she,  under  her  responsibility 
to  Gml,  and  in  subjection  to  His  Smpture,  and  with  the  guidance  of  His  Spirit, 
testifies  to  her  children,  what  truths  are  to  be  believed  in  order  to  Salvation  ;  expounds 
Scripture  to  them ;  determines  when  controversies  arise ;  and  this,  not  in  the  character 
of  a  judge,  but  as  a  *  witness*  to  what  she  herself  received.** 


<  ^  The  sole  question  is,  whether  the  Tractators  make  Tradition  the  authoritative 
interpreter  of  Scripture,  from  which  every  man  is  to  learn  the  Faith,  and  from  whose 
decision  there  is  no  appeaL  If  they  do,  and  the  fact  cannot  be  denied,  thev  give 
Tradition  authority  over  Scripture,  that  is,  in  the  only  sense  of  the  phrase  in  which  it 
has  ever  been  used.  No  one  charges  them  with  supposing  that  Tradition  may  say. 
So  and  so  is  in  Scripture,  but  it  is. not  true,  or  may  avowedly  explaia  away  or 
contradict  Scripture.  The  question  is,  whether,  if  it  appears  to  us  to  explain  away  or 
contradict  Scripture,  we  are  to  put  our  Faith  in  it  as  the  authoritative  interpreter 
of  Scriptuze,  (which,  if  it  is  the  unwritten  Word  of  God,  we  ought  to  do,)  or  in 
0briptoie  Itself.  And  the  fofmer  tiiey  expressly  maintain.*'— Goodies  Coee  ae  it  i»y 
!».  lO.^Ei>. 
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jast.3  I  only  notice  them  for  the  purpose  of  remarking,  that  when 
we  are  speaking  about  terms  of  communion,  it  is  only  the  Doctrines 
which  men  profess  that  we  can  take  as  the  ground  of  our  judgment, 
as  we  have  no  other  means  of  discovering  what  they  really  hold. 
For  the  same  reason,  I  pass  over  the  attempts  which  have  been 
made,  by  disputable  inferences,  to  prove,  that  a  principle  has  been 
admitted,  in  appeals  to  Tradition  on  points  as  to  which  Scripture 
is  silent,  which,  if  followed  out,  would  open  a  door  for  the 
corruptions  of  Romanism. 

34.  And  on  the  other  hand,  I  must  observe,  that  the  object  which 
I  have  now  in  view,  does  not  lead  me  even  to  inquire,  whether  the 
language  which  has  been  employed  to  convey  certain  views  of 
Doctrine,  is  not  liable  to  grave  objections,  or  just  censure,  as 
ambiguous,  or  unguarded,  harsh,  extravagant,  and  ill-sounding. 
It  is  not  with  modes  of  expression  that  we  are  at  present  concerned, 
but  with  the  nature  of  the  things  expressed. 

3  The  inquiry,  however,  is  one  of  so  much  importanoe,  that  I  venture,  briefly, 
to  propose  and  answer  it  upon  the  principle  suggested  by  his  Lordship. 
IS  rr  ^'cHARrrABLK   or  just"  to   insinuate  that  thb  "propkssions"  op  thk 

TRACTARIANS,  ON  THB  BUBJBCT  OP  TRADITION,   '^ARB  NOT  TO  BB  TRU8TBD**? 

^  The  Party ^  which  appeaU  to  the  con-  Bui  the  aame  Party  hae  propounded  the 
sent  qf  Antiquity,  profbssbs  to  hold:  foUomng  *' Doctrines/*  irAieX  ^^tee  take 

AS  THE  GROUND  OP  OUR  JUDGMENT,"  hav- 
ing *'  no  other  meam  qf  discovering  what 
they  REALLY  hold  .*'* 


"That^The  Scripture  is  the  sole 
aftthoritoHve  source  of  Faith,^  i.  e,,  *of 
things  to  be  believed  in  order  to  Salva- 
tion.' " 


"  The  points  of  Catholic  consent,  known 
by  Tradition,  ....  being  such  as  these ; 
the  Canon  of  Scripture, — the  full  Doctrines 
qf  the  Trinity  and  Incarnation,^^  4^<'»— 
Keblb*s  Sermon  on  TVocKtiovi,  p.  41. 

"  Scripture  and  Tradition,  taken  to- 
gether, are  the  joint  Rule  if  Faith,^'^ 
Tract  78. 

"He"  (Mr.  Froude)  "was  one  of 
those  who  .  .  .  are  prepared  to  throw 
themselves  unreservealy  on  RevekUion, 
wherever  found,  in  Scripture  or  Anr- 
tiguity.^ — British  Critic,  46 — ^224. 

"  This  antecedent  imprebability  ...  . 
reconciles  us  to  the  neoessitv  of  gaining 
them  (the  Doctrines  tf  Faith  J  indirectly 
from  Scripture  ;  for  it  is  a  near  thin^,  if  I 
may  so  speak,  that  they  are  in  Scripture 
at  all ;  ...  .  therefore,  since  thev  are 
there  by  a  sort  qf  aoddeni,*'  ^c^Tkact 
86,  p.  34. 
"  That— .<  The  Chureh  only  testifies  to  "  The  notion  that  the  Bible  is  the 

her  children  what  truths  are  necessary  to     sole  authoritative  judge  in  controversies 

be  believed  in  order  to  Salvation,  in  sub-      of  Faith,  is  a  self-des^ctive  principle.^^ 

jection  to  Scripture  ;  and  even  when  she     Newman's  Lectures  on  Romanism,  p.  36. 

determines  controversies,  does  this  not  in 

the  character  qfa  judge,  but  as  a  witness 

to  what  she  herself  received.' 

For  a  fall  investigation  of  the  subject,  see  the  publications  recommended  in  note  8, 

pp.  243-4,  supra  ;  especially  Mr.  Goodb's  Divine  Rule  qf  Faith  and  Practice,  voL  i— -Ed. 
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CHAPTER  IX. 

THE  CHURCH  :    ITS   CONSTITUTION,    AUTHORITY,    AND   CLAIMS. 

CHURCH-PRINCIPLES. 


Wilson,  Bishop  op  Calcutta. — 1838. 
Vide  Par.  17,  in  Chap.  VIII. ;  Par.  18,  in  Chap.  XXV. ;  and  26,  in  Chap.  XXVI. 

Pearson,  Dean  op  Salisbury. — 1839. 
Vide  Par.  8,  in  Chap.  VI. 

Whately,  Archbishop  op  Dublin. — 1841. 

At  variance  with  what  has  been  now  said,  and  also  at  variance 
with  each  other,  are  some  opinions  which  are  to  be  found  among 
different  classes  of  Christians,  in  these,  as  well  as  in  fonner  times. 
The  opposite  errors  (as  they  appear  to  me  to  be)  of  those  opinions 
may  in  many  instances  be  traced,  I  conceive,  in  great  measure,  to 
the  same  cause ;  to  the  neglect,  namely,  of  the  distinction — obvious 
as  it  is  to  any  tolerably  attentive  reader — which  has  been  just 
noticed,  between  those  things,  on  the  one  hand,  which  are  either 
plainly  declared  and  strictly  enjoined^  or  distinctly  excluded^  by  the 
Sacred  Writers ;  and  on  the  other  hand,  those  on  which  they  give 
no  distinct  decision,  injunction,  or  prohibition ;  and  which  I  have 
thence  concluded  they  meant  to  place  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
each  Church.  To  the  neglect  of  this  distinction,  and  again,  to  a 
want  of  due  consideration  of  the  character,  offices,  and  rights  of  a 
Christian  community,  may  be  attributed,  in  a  great  degree,  the 
prevalence  of  errors  the  most  opposite  to  each  other. 

There  are  persons,  it  is  well  known,  who,  from  not  finding  in 
Scripture  precise  directions,  and  strict  commands,  as  to  the  con- 
stitution and  regulation  of  a  Christian  Church,  the  several  Orders 
of  Christian  Ministers,  the  distinct  functions  of  each,  and  other 
snch  details,  have  adopted  the  conclusion, — or,  at  least,  seem  to 
l*?an,  more  or  less,  towards  the  conclusion, — that  it  is  a  matter 
entirely  left  to  each  individuafs  fancy  or  convenience,  to  join  one 
Christian  Society,  or  another,  or  none  at  all ;  to  take  upon  himself, 
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or  confer  on  another,  the  Ministerial  0£Sce,  or  to  repudiate  alto- 
gether any  Christian  Ministry  whatever  :  to  join,  or  withdrajv  from 
any,  or  every  religious  assembly  for  joint  Christian  worship,  accord- 
ing to  the  suggestion  of  his  individual  taste  ; — in  short,  (for  this  is 
what  it  really  amounts  to,  when  plainly  stated,)  to  proceed  as  if 
the  sanction  manifestly  given  by  our  Lord  and  his  Apostles  to  the 
establishment  of  Christian  communities,  and  consequently,  to  all 
the  privileges  and  powers  implied  in  the  very  nature  of  a  com- 
munity, and  also  the  inculcation  in  Scripture  of  the  principles  on 
which  Christian  Churches  are  to  be  conducted,  were  all  to  go  /or 
nothingy  unless  the  application  of  these  principles  to  each  particular 

f>oint  of  the  details  of  Church  government,  can  also  be  found  no 
ess  plainly  laid  down  in  Scripture. 

Now,  though  I  would  not  be  understood  as  insinuating  any  thing 
against  the  actual  morality  of  life  of  those  who  take  such  views,  1 
cannot  but  remark,  that  their  mode  of  reasoning  does  seem  to  me 
perfectly  analogous  to  that  of  men  who  should  set  at  nought  all  the 
moral  principles  of  the  Gospel,  and  account  nothing  a  sin  that  is 
not  expressly  particularized  as  forbidden, — ^nothing  a  duty,  that  is 
not,  in  so  many  words,  enjoined.  Persons  who  entertain  such  lax 
notions  as  I  have  been  alluding  to,  respecting  Church-enactments, 
should  be  exhorted  to  reflect  carefully  on  the  obvious  and  self- 
evident,  but  often-forgotten  truth, — the  oftener  forgotten,  perhaps, 
in  practice,  from  its  being  self-evident, — that  right  and  duty  are 
reciprocal ;  and,  consequently,  that  since  a  Church  has  a  rigM 
(derived,  as  has  been  shewn,  both  from  the  very  nature  of  a  com- 
munity, and  from  Christ's  sanction)  to  make  regulations,  &c.,  not  at 
variance  with  Scripture  principles,  it  follows  that  compliance  with 
such  regulations  must  be  a  duty  to  the  individual  members  of  that 
Church. 

On  the  other  hand,  there  are  some,  who,  in  their  abhorrence  and 
dread  of  principles  and  practices  subversive  of  all  good  order,  and 
tending  to  anarchy  and  to  every  kind  of  extravagance,  have 
thought — or,  at  least,  professed  to  think — that  we  are  bound  to 
seek  for  a  distinct  authoritative  sanction  in  the  Scriptures,  or  in 
some  other  ancient*  writings^ — some  Tradition^  in  short, — for  each 
separate  point  which  we  would  maintain.  They  assume,  that 
whatever  Doctrines  or  practices,  whatever  institutions,  whatever 
regulations  respecting  Church-government,  we  can  conclude,  either 

*  By  *'  Ancient/'  some  persons  understand  what  belongs  to  the  first  (hree  oentnries 
of  the  Christian  era ;  some,  the  first  four  ;  some^  seven ;  so  arbitrary  and  uncertain  is 
the  standard  by  wbach  some  would  persuade  us  to  try  questions,  on  which  they, 
at  the  same  time,  teach  us  to  believe  our  Christian  Faith  and  Christian  Hope 
are  staked  1 

"  Scire  yelim,  pretium  chartis  quotas  arroget  annus: 


Est  retos  atqne  probus*  centum  qui  perflcit  annos. 
Quid  f  qui  deperiit  minor  uno  mense  rel  anno. 
Inter  quos  reforendus  eritt  vetereane?"   .... 


Horace,  Epist  I.,  b.  2. 
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With  certainty  or  with  any  degree  of  probability,  to  have  been 
either  introduced  by  the  Apostles,  or  to  have  prevailed  in  their 
time,  or  in  the  time  of  their  immediate  successors,  are  to  be  con- 
sidered as  absolutely  binding  on  all  Christians  for  ever — as  a  model 
from  which  no  Church  is  at  liberty  to  depart.  And  they  make  our 
membership  of  the  Church  of  Christ,  and  our  hopes  of  the  Gospel- 
salvation,  depend  on  an  exact  adherence  to  every  thing  that  is 
proved,  or  believed,  or  even  suspected,  to  be  an  Apostolical  usage ; 
and  on  our  possessing  what  they  call  Apostolical  Succession ; — that 
is,  on  our  having  a  Ministry  whoso  descent  can  be  traced  up  in  an 
unbroken  and  undoubted  chain,  to  the  Apostles  themselves,  through 
men  regularly  ordained  by  them  or  their  successors,  according  to 
the  exact  forms  originally  appointed.  And  all  Christians  (so  called) 
who  do  not  come  under  this  description,  are  to  be  regarded  either 
as  outcasts  from  *'  the  Household  of  Faith,^'*  or,  at  oest,  as  in  a 
condition  "  analogous  to  that  of  the  Samaritans  of  old,''*  who  wor- 
shipped on  Mount  Gerizim,  or  as  in  *^  an  intermediate  state  between 
Christianity  and  Heathenism,''  and  as  ^'  left  to  the  uncovenanted 
mercies  of  God." 

Those  who  on  such  grounds  defend  the  institutions  and  ordi- 
nances, and  vindicate  the  Apostolical  character,  of  our  own  (or, 
indeed,  of  any)  Church, — whether  on  their  own  sincere  conviction, 
or  as  believing  that  such  arguments  are  the  best  calculated  to 
inspire  the  mass  of  mankind  with  becoming  reverence,  and  to 
repress  the  evil  of  schism, — do  seem  to  me,  in  proportion  as  they 
proceed  on  those  principles,  to  be,  in  the  same  degree,  removing 
our  institutions  from  a  foundation  on  a  rock,  to  place  them  on  sand. 
Instead  of  a  clearly-intelligible,  well-established,  and  accessible 
proof  of  Divine  sanction  for  the  claims  of  our  Church,  they  would 
substitute  one  that  is  not  only  obscure,  disputable,  and  out  of  the 
reach  of  the  mass  of  mankind,  but  even  self-contradictory,  sub- 
yersive  of  our  own,  and  every  Church's  claims,  and  leading  to  the 
yery  evils  of  doubt,  and  schismatical  division,  which  it  is  desired  to 
guard  against. 

The  rock  on  which  I  am  persuaded  our  Reformers  intended,  and 
rightly  intended,  to  rest  the  ordinances  of  our  Church  is,  the 
warrant  to  be  found  in  the  Holy  Scriptures,  written  by,  or  under 
the  direction  of,  those  to  whom  our  Lord  has  entrusted  the  duty 
of  "  teaching  men  to  observe  all  things  whatsoever  He  had  com- 
manded them."  For,  in  those  Scriptures  we  find  a  Divine  sanction 
clearly  given  to  a  regular  Christian  community — a  Church  ;  which 


4  «  O  rail  not  at  our  brethren  of  the  North, 
Albeit  Samaria  finds  her  likencn  there ; 
A  aelf-formed  Priesthood,  and  the  Church  cast  forth 
To  the  chiU  mountain  air." 

Lyra  Apostoliea  9  p,  141. 
See  alBO  Note  9,  p.  44,  «tfprff«^£D. 
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is,  according  to  the  definitioD  in  our  Nineteenth  Article,*  *'  a  con- 
gregation (f.  e,  society  or  community ;  Ecdesia)  of  faithful  men,"f" 
in  the  which  the  pure  Word  of  God  is  preached,  and  the  Sacra- 
ments duly  administered  according  to  Ghrist'^s  ordinance,  in  all 
those  things  which,  of  necessity,  are  requisite  to  the  same.'*^  Now 
since,  from  the  very  nature  of  the  case,  every  society  must  have 
officers,  appointed  in  some  way  or  other,  and  every  society  that  is 
to  be  permanenty  a  perpetual  succession  of  officers,  in  whatever 
manner  kept  up,  and  must  have  also  a  power  of  enacting,  abro- 
gating;  and  enforcing  on  its  own  members,  such  regulations  or  bye- 
laws  as  are  not  opposed  to  some  higher  authority,  it  follows  ine- 
vitably (as  I  have  above  observed)  that  any  one  who  sanctions  a 
society,  gives,  in  so  doing,  his  sanction  to  those  essentials  of  a 
society,  its  government — ^its  officers — ^its  regulations.  Aecordingly, 
if  our  Lord  had  not  expressly  said  any  thing  about  ^^  binding  and 
loosing,^  still,  the  very  circumstance  of  his  sanctioning  a  Christian 
community,  would  necessarily  have  implied  his  sanction  of  the 
Institutions,  Ministers,  and  Government  of  a  Christian  Church,  so 
long  as  nothing  is  introduced  at  variance  with  the  positive  enact- 
ments, and  the  fundamental  principles,  laid  down  by  Himself  and 
his  Apostles. 

This,  which  I  have  called  a  foundation  on  a  rock,  is  evidently 
that  on  which  (as  has  been  just  observed)  our  Reformers  designed 
to  place  our  Church. 

While  they  strongly  deny  to  any  Church  the  power  to  "  ordain 
any  thing  contrary  to  God's  Word,'^  or  to  require,  as  essential  to 
Salvation,  belief  in  any  thing  not  resting  on  Scriptural  authority, 
they  claim  the  power  for  each  Church,  of  ordaining  and  altering 
"  rites  and  ceremonies,''  "  so  that  all  things  be  done  to  edifying,'* 
and  nothing  "  contrary  to  God's  Word."  They  claim  on  that 
ground  for  our  own  Church  a  recognition  of  that  power,  in  respect 
of  the  forms  of  public  service ;  on  the  ground,  that  is,  (Art.  36,) 
that  these  ^^  contain  nothing  that  is,  in  itself,  superstitious  and 
ungodly." 

And  they  rest  the  claims  of  Ministers,  not  on  some  supposed 
sacramental  virtue,  transmitted  from  hand  to  hand  in  unbroken 

*  In  our  Article^  as  it  Btands  in  the  EnglUh,  it  ia,  "  The  visible  Church  of  Christ 
is,*'  &c. ;  but  there  can  be  no  doubt,  I  think,  that  the  more  correct  version  from  the 
Latin  (the  Latin  Articles  appear  to  have  been  the  original,  and  tlie  English  a 
translation — in  some  few  places,  a  careless  translation — from  the  Latin)  would  have 
been,/'  A  visible  Church,"  &c.  The  Latin  '<  Ecclesia  Christi  visibilis"  would,  indeed, 
answer  to  either  phrase  ;  the  want  of  an  article^  definite  or  indefinite,  in  that  language, 
rendering  it  liable  to  such  ambiguity.  But  the  context  plainly  shews  that  the  writer  is 
not  speucing  of  the  Universu  Church,  but  of  particular  Churches,  such  as  the 
•*  Churches  of  Jerusalem,  Alexandria,  and  Rome."  The  English  translator  probably 
either  erred  from  momentary  inattention,  or  (more  likely)  understood  by  **  Ecclesia," 
and  by  "the  Church,"  the  particular  Church  whose  Articles  were  before  him, — the 
Chiuvh  of  England.  If  it  had  been  designed,  and  deliberately  designed,  to  describe 
"  The  Universal  Church,"  it  would  most  likely  have  been  called  "  The  Congregation,** 
&c.,  instead  of  "  A  Congre^tion." 

t  /.  tf.,  Believers  in  Chnst  y-^^fideles  ;^^TtaroL 
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saecession  from  the  Apostles,  in  a  chain,  of  which,  if  any  one  link 
be  even  doubtful,  a  distressing  uncertainty  is  thrown  oyer  ail 
Christian  ordinances,  Sacraments,  and  Church  privileges  for  ever ; 
but,  on  the  fact  of  those  Ministers  being  the  regularly-appointed 
officers  of  a  reaular  Christian  community,  ^^  It  is  not  lawful  (says 
the  Twenty-third  Article)  *^  for  any  man  to  take  upon  him  the 
office  of  public  preaching,  or  ministering  the  Sacraments  in  the 
congregation,  before  he  be  laiefuUy  ealUd  and  sent  to  execute  the 
same.  And  those  we  ought  to  judge  lawfully  called  and  sent, 
which  be  chosea  and  called  to  this  work  by  men  who  have  public 
authority  given  unto  them  in  the  congregation,  to  call  ana  send 
Ministers  into  the  Lord''s  vineyard.^ 

Those  who  are  not  satisfied  with  the  foundation  thus  laid, — and 
which,  as  I  have  endeavoured  to  shew,  is  the  very  foundation  which 
Christ  and  his  Apostles  have  prepared  for  us, — who  seek  to  take 
higher  ground,  as  the  phrase  is,  and  maintain  what  are  called, 
according  to  the  modem  fashion,  *'*'  Church-principles,^  or  ^'  Church 
of  England  principles,^  are,  in  fact,  subverting  the  principles  both 
of  our  own  Church  in  particular,  and  of  every  Christian  Church 
that  claims  the  inherent  rights  belonging  to  a  community,  and 
confirmed  by  the  sanction  of  God's  Word  as  contained  in  the 
Holy  Scriptures.  It  is  advancing,  but  not  in  the  right  road, — ^it  is 
advancing,  not  in  sound  learning,  but  error, — ^not  in  Faith,  but  in 
superstitious  credulity,  to  seek  for  some  higher  and  better  ground 
on  which  to  rest  our  Doctrines  and  institutions,  than  that  on  which 
they  were  placed  by  "  the  Author  and  Finisher  of  our  Faith.'*'** 

On  this  point  I  will  take  the  liberty  of  inserting  an  extract  from 
a  Charge  (not  published)  which  was  delivered  a  year  ago  ;  because 
I  wish  to  point  out  that  the  views  I  am  taking,  whether  sound  or 
unsound, — and  this  I  sincerely  wish  to  be  decided  according  to  the 
reasons  adduced — are  at  least  not  hastily  but  deliberately  adopted, 
and  have  undergone  no  change  in  that  interval. 

1.  "When  I  speak  of  unceasing  progress,— of  continual  improve- 
ment in  all  that  pertains  to  the  Christian  life, — as  what  we  ought 

•  It  ia  cnriouB  to  observe  how  very  common  it  is  for  any  sect  or  party  to  aasarae  a 
title  indicative  of  the  very  excellence  in  which  they  are  especiallv  deficient,  or  strongly 
oondemnatory  of  the  very  errors  with  which  they  are  especially  chargeable.  Thus, 
those  who,  &om  time  to  time,  have  designated  themselves  '*  Gnostics,"  t.  «.,  persons 
knowing  the  Gospel,  in  a  far  superior  degree  to  other  professed  Christians, — have 
been  generally  remarkable  for  their  want  of  knowledge  of  the  very  first  rudiments 
of  Evangelical  truth. 

The  phrase  "Catholic"  religion,  (t.  e.,  "  Universal,")  is  the  most  commonlv  in  the 
mouths  of  those  who  are  the  most  limited  and  ejpchuhe  in  their  views,  and  who  seek 
to  shut  out  the  largest  number  of  ChriBtiau  communities  from  the  Gospel^Govenant. 

*^  Schism,"  again,  is  by  none  more  loudly  reprobated  than  b^  those  who  are  not  only 
the  immediate  authors  of  schism,  but  the  advocates  of  principles  tending  to  generate 
and  perpetuate  schisms  without  end. 

And  "  Church  principles,"—"  High-Church  principles," — "  Church  of  EngUnd  prin- 
dples," — are  the  favourite  terms  of  those  who  go  the  furthest  in  subverting  all  these. 

Obvious  SB  this  fallacy  is,  there  is  none  more  commonly  successful  in  throwing  men 
off  their  guard. 
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to  aim  at,  both  in  ourselves,  and  in  those  with  whom  we  have 
influence,  it  may  perhaps  be  proper  to  add,  that  this  does  not  imply 
any  attempt  '  to  be  wise  above  that  which  is  written,"* — any  ex- 
pectation of  a  new  and  additional  Revelation,  or  of  the  discovery  of 
new  Doctrines, — ^any  pretensions  to  inspiration, — or  hopes  of  a 
fresh  outpouring  of  that,  or  of  any  other  miraculous  gifts.  It 
seemed  needful  to  make  this  remark,  because  such  hopes  have  been 
cherished, — such  pretensions  put  forth, — from  time  to  time,  in 
various  ages  of  the  Church,  and  not  least  in  the  present. 

2.  "  I  have  coupled  together  these  two  things, — miraculous  gifts 
and  a  new  Revelation,  because  I  conceive  them  to  be  in  reality 
inseparable.  Miracles  are  the  only  sufficient  credentials  on  which 
any  one  can  reasonably  demand  assent  to  Doctrines  not  clearly 
revealed  (to  the  understanding  of  his  hearers)  in  Scripture.  The 
promulgation  of  new  Articles  of  Faith,  or  of  articles  which,  though 
not  avowedly  new,  are  yet  not  obviously  contained  in  Scripture,  is 
most  presumptuous,  unless  so  authenticated.  And  again^  pre- 
tensions to  miraculous  powers,  such  as  those  of  Moses  and  the 
Prophets,— of  Christ  and  the  Apostles,  seem  to  imply  some  such 
object  to  be  furthered  by  them.  At  any  rate,  those  who  shall  have 
thus  established  their  claim  to  be  considered  as  messengers  from 
Heaven,  may  evidently  demand  assent  to  whatever  they  may,  in 
that  character,  promulgate.  If  any  persons,  therefore,  pretend  to 
such  a  mark  of  a  Divine  commission  as  the  gift  of  tongues,  or  any 
such  power,  no  one  who  admits  their  pretensions  can  consistently 
withhold  assent  from  any  thing  they  may  declare  themselves  com- 
missioned to  teach. 

3.  ^'  And,  again,  if  any  persons  claim  for  any  Traditions  of  the 
Church,  an  authority,  either  paramount  to  Scripture,  or  equal  to 
Scripture,  or  concurrent  with  it,  or,  which  comes  to  the  very  same 
thing,  decisive  as  to  the  interpretation  of  Scripture^*  taking  on  them- 
selves to  decide  what  is  *  the  Church,'  and  what  Tradition,  is  to  be 
thus  received, — these  persons  are  plainly  called  on  to  establish  by 
miraculous  evidence  the  claims  they  advance.  And  if  they  make 
their  appeal,  not  to  miracles  wrought  by  themselves,  but  to  those 
which  originally  formed  the  evidence  of  the  Gospel,  they  are  bound 
to  shew,  by  some  decisive  proof,  that  that  evidence  can  fairly  be 
brought  to  bear  upon  and  authenticate  their  pretension  ;r — that 
they  are,  by  Chrises  decree,  the  rightful  depositories  of  the  power 
they  claim. 

4.  ''  But  to  such  as  reject  and  protest  against  all  such  groundless 
claims,  an  interminable  field  is  still  open  for  the  application  of  all 
the  faculties,  intellectual  and  moral,  with  which  God  has  endowed 
us,  for  the  fuller  understanding  and  development  of  the  truths 

•  Seo  note  (H).^ 


3  This  note  will  bo  found  in  Chap.  VIII.^Ed. 
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rdvealed  m  his  written  Word.  To  learn  and  to  teach  what  is  there 
to  be  found  ; — to  develope  more  and  more  fully  to  your  own  minds 
and  to  those  of  your  hearers,  what  the  Evangelists  and  Apostles 
haye  conveyed  to  us,  will  be  enough  and  more  than  enough  to 
occupy  even  a  longer  life  than  any  of  us  can  expect. 

6.  "  The  Mosaic  Dispensation  was  the  dawn  of  '  the  dayspring 
from  on  high,*  not  yet  arrived, — of  a  Sun,  only  about  to  rise.  It 
was  a  Revelation  in  itself  imperfect.  The  Sun  of  the  Gospel  arose  ; 
*'  the  true  Light,  which  lighteth  every  one  that  cometh  into  the 
world*  appeared  ;  but  it  was  partially  hidden,  and  is  so,  still,  by  a 
veil  of  clouds, — by  prejudices  of  various  kinds, — ^by  the  passions, 
and  infirmities,  and  ignorance,  of  mankind.  We  may  advance, 
and  we  may  lead  others  to  advance^  indefinitely  in  the  full  deve- 
lopment of  Gospel-truth, — of  the  real  character,  and  meaning,  and 
design  of  Christ^s  religion, — ^not  by  seeking  to  superadd  something 
to  the  Gospel-Bevelation,  but  by  a  more  correct  and  fuller  compre- 
hension of  it : — ^not  by  increasing,  absolutely,  the  light  of  the  noon- 
day-sun, but  by  clearing  away  the  mists  which  obscure  our  view  of 
it.  Christianity  itself  cannot  be  improved  ;  but  men*s  views,  and 
estimate,  and  comprehension  of  Christianity,  may  be  indefinitely 
improved. 

6.  "  Vigilant  discretion,  however,  is  no  less  needful  than  zeal  and 
perseverance,  if  we  would  really  advance  in  the  Christian  course. 
The  most  active  and  patient  traveller,  if  he  be  not  also  watchfiiUy 
careful  to  keep  in  the  right  road,  may,  after  having  once  diverged 
from  it  into  some  other  track,  be  expending  his  energies  in  going 
farther  and  further  astray,  while  he  fancies  himself  making  progress 
in  his  journey. 

7.  "  In  various  ways  is  the  Christian,  and  not  least,  the  Christian 
Minister,  liable  to  this  kind  of  self-deception.  I  am  not  now,  you 
will  observe,  adverting  chiefly  to  the  danger  of  mistaking  what  is 
absolutely  false  for  true,  or  wrong  for  right ;  but  rather,  to  that  of 
mistaking  the  real  character  of  some  description  of  truth,  or  of 
valuable  knowledge.  We  have  to  guard  against  mistake,  for 
instance,  as  to  what  is,  or  is  not,  a  part  of  the  Christian  Becelation ; 
— a  truth  helmging  to  the  Gospel,  and  resting,  properly,  on  Divine 
authority.  While  advancing  in  the  attainment  of  what  may  be, 
in  itself,  very  valuable  and  important  knowledge,  we  may  be,  in 
fact,  going  further  and  further  in  error,  if  we  confound  together 
the  inspired  and  the  uninspired, — ^the  sacred  test,  with  the  human 
comment. 

8.  "  There  are  persons,  (such  as  I  have  above  alluded  to,)  who, 
in  their  zeal — in  itself  laudable — to  advance  towards  a  full  com- 
prehension of  the  Gospel  Revelation,  have  conceived  that  they  are 
to  seek  for  this  by  diligent  research  into  the  tenets  and  practices  of 
what  is  called  the  Primitive  Church;  t.  e.  the  Christian  world 
during  the  first  three  or  first  four  ages ;  and  some  have  even  gone 
so  far  as  to  represent  the  Revelation  of  the  Christian  scheme  con- 
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tained  in  the  New  TestameDt  as  a  mere  imperfect  and  uncompleted 
outline,  which  was  to  be  filled  up  by  the  Church  in  the  succeedingr 
three  centuries; — ^as  a  mere  beginning  of  that  which  the  early 
Fathers  were  empowered  and  commissioned  to  finish ;  though,  on 
what  grounds  any  kind  of  authority  is  claimed  for  the  Church 
then^  which  does  not  equally  belong  to  it  at  this  day,  or  at  any 
intermediate  period,  no  one,  as  far  as  I  know,  has  even  attempted 
to  make  out. 

9.  *'  Now,  to  learn  what  has  been  said  and  done  by  eminent  men 
in  every  age  of  the  Church,  is,  of  course,  interesting  and  valuable 
to  a  Theological  student.  And  a  man  of  modesty  and  candour 
will  not  fail  to  pay  great  attention  to  their  opinions,  in  whatever 
period  they  may  have  lived.  He  will  also  inquire  with  peculiar 
interest  into  the  belief  and  the  practices  of  those  who  had  been 
instructed  by  the  immediate  disciples  and  other  contemporaries  of 
the  Apostles  themselves.  But  the  mistake  is,  to  assume,  on  the 
ground  of  presumptuous  conjecture,  (for  of  proof,  there  is  not  even 
a  shadow,)  that  these  men  were  infallible  interpreters  of  the  Apos- 
tles, and  had  received  from  them  by  Tradition  something  not 
contained,  or  not  plainly  set  forth,  in  their  writings,  but  which  yet 
were  designed  by  those  very  Apostles  as  a  necessary  portion  of 
Christianity. 

10.  '^  Not  only  are  all  these  assumptions  utterly  groundless  and 
unwarrantable,  but,  on  the  contrary,  even  if  there  is  any  thing 
which  we  can  be  morally  certain  wm  practised  in  the  time  of  the 
Apostles,  and  with  their  sanction,  (as  is  the  case,  for  instance,  with 
the  AgapsB,  or  Love-feasts,)  we  must  yet  consider  it  as  not  designed 
by  them  to  be  of  universal  and  perpetual  obligation,  where  they 
have  not  distinctly  laid  it  down  as  such  in  their  writings.  By 
omitting,  in  any  case,  thus  to  record  certain  of  their  practices  or 
directions,  they  have  given  us  as  clear  an  indication  as  we  could 
have  looked  for,  of  their  design  to  leave  these  to  the  free  choice 
and  decision  of  each  Church,  in  each  age  and  country.  And  there 
seems  every  reason  to  think  that  it  was  on  purpose  to  avoid  mis- 
apprehensions of  this  kind,  that  they  did  leave  unrecorded  so  much 
of  what  we  cannot  but  be  sure  they  must  have  practised,  and  said, 
and  established,  in  the  Churches  under  their  own  immediate  care. 

11.  ^^And  it  should  be  remembered,  that  what  some  persons 
consider  as  the  safe  side  in  respect  of  such  points, — as  the  extreme 
of  scrupulous  and  cautious  veneration, — is,  in  truth,  the  reverse, 
A  wise  and  right-minded  reverence  for  Divine  authority,  will 
render  us  doubly  scrupulous  of  reckoning  any  thing  as  a  Divine 
precept  or  institution,  without  sufficient  warrant.  Yet,  at  the  first 
glance,  a  readiness  to  bestow  religious  veneration,  with  or  without 
good  grounds,  (which  is  the  very  characteristic  of  superstition,)  is 
apt  to  be  mistaken  for  a  sign  of  pre-eminent  piety.  Besides  those 
who  hold  the  ^double  Doctrine* — the  ^ disciplina  arcam — and 
concerning  whom,  therefore,  it  would  be  rash  to  pronounce  whether 
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SLDj  particular  tenet  taught  by  them,  is  one  which  they  inwardly 
beUeve,  or  is  one  of  the  exoteric  instructions  deemed  expedient  for 
the  multitude ;  besides  these  persons,  there  are,  no  doubt,  men  of 
sincere,  though  mistaken  piety,  who,  as  has  been  just  intimated, 
consider  it  as  the  safe  siae  in  all  doubtful  cases,  to  adhere  with 
unhesitating  confidence  to  every  thing  that  may  possibly  have  been 
introduced  or  practised  by  the  Apostles  ;  to  make  every  thing  an 
article  of  Christian  Faith  that  could  have  been  implied  in  any 
thing  they  may  have  taught.  But  such  persons  woula  perceive,  on 
more  careful  and  sober  reflection,  that  a  rightly-scrupulous  piety 
consists,  as  has  been  said,  in  drawing  the  line  as  distmctly  as  we 
are  able,  between  what  is,  and  what  is  not,  designed  by  our  Divine 
instructors  as  a  portion  of  their  authoritative  precepts  and 
directions.  It  is  by  this  careful  anxiety  to  comply  with  their 
intention  with  respect  to  us^  that  we  are  to  manifest  a  true  veneration 
for  them. 

12.  ^'  Any  thing  that  does  not  fall  within  this  rule,  we  may 
believe,  but  not  as  a  part  of  the  Christian  Revdation ;  we  may 
practise,  but  not  as  a  portion  of  the  Divine  institutions  essential  to 
a  Christian  Churchy  and  binding  on  all  men  in  all  ages :  not,  in 
short,  as  something  placed  beyond  the  bounds  of  that  '  binding  and 
loosing^  power  which  belongs  to  every  Church,  in  reference  to 
things  neither  enjoined  in  Scripture,  nor  at  variance  with  it. 
Otherwise,  even  though  what  we  believe  should  be,  really  and  in 
itself,  true,  and  though  what  we  practise,  should  chance  to  be,  in 
fact,  what  the  Apostles  did  practise,  we  should  not  be  honouring, 
but  dishonouring  God,  by  taking  upon  ourselves  to  give  the  sanc- 
tion of  his  authority  to  that  from  which  He  has  thought  fit  to  with- ' 
hold  that  sanction.  When  the  Apostle  Paul  gave  his  advice  on 
matters  respecting  which  he  ^  had  no  commandment  from  the  Lord,^ 
he,  of  coarse,  thought  that  what  he  was  recommending  was  good ; 
but,  so  far  was  he  from  presuming  to  put  it  forth  as  a  Divine  com- 
mand, that  he  expressly  notified  the  contrary.  Let  us  not  think 
to  manifest  our  pious  humility  by  reversing  the  Apostle^s  procedure  ! 

13.  "  I  have  thought  it  needful,  in  these  times  especially,  to 
insert  this  caution  against  such  mistaken  efforts  after  advancement 
in  Christian  knowledge  and  practice;  against  the  delusions  of 
those  who,  while  they  exult  in  their  imagined  progress  in  the 
Christian  course,  are,  in  reality,  straying  into  other  paths,  and 
following  a  bewildering  meteor.**' 

Those  whose  "Church-principles'"  lead  them  thus  to  remove  from  a 
firm  foundation  the  institutions  of  a  Christian  Church,  and  especially 
of  our  own,  and  to  place  them  on  the  sand,  are  moreover  com- 
pelled, as  it  were  with  their  own  hands,  to  dig  away  even  that 
very  foundation  of  sand.  For,  in  respect  of  our  own  Church,  since 
it  inculcates,  repeatedly  and  earnestly,  as  a  fundamental  principle,* 

*  Besides  the  Articlen,  see,  on  this  point,  the  Ordination  Service, 
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that  nothing  is  to  he  insisted  on  as  an  essential  point  of  Faith,  that 
is  not  taught  in  Scripture,  any  member  of  our  Church  who  should 
make  essentials  of  points  confessedly  not  found  in  Scripture,  and 
who  should  consequently  make  it  a  point  of  necessary  Faith  to 
lelieve  that  these  are  essentials,  must  unavoidably  be  pronouncing 
condemnation,  either  on  himself,  or  on  the  very  Church  he  belongs 
to,  and  whose  claims  he  is  professing  to  fortify. 

But  moreover,  not  from  our  own  Church  only,  but  from  the 
Universal  Church, — from  all  the  privileges  and  promises  of  the 
Gospel, — the  principles  1  am  condemning  go  to  exclude,  if  fairly 
followed  out,  the  very  persons  who  advocate  them.  For  it  is 
certain  that  our  own  institutions  and  practices,  (and  the  like  may 
be  said,  I  apprehend,  of  every  other  Church  in  the  world,)  though 
not,  we  conceive,  at  variance  with  any  Apostolical  injunctions,  or 
with  any  Gospel  principle,  are,  in  several  points,  not  precisely  co- 
incident with  those  of  the  earliest  Churches.  The  Agapse,  for 
instance,  or  "  Love- Feasts,^'  alluded  to  just  above,  have,  in  most 
Churches,  been  long  discontinued.  The  "  Widows,^'  Again,  whom 
we  find  mention  of  in  PauFs  Epistles,  appear  plainly  to  have  been 
an  Order  of  Deaconesses  regularly  appointed  to  particular  functions 
in  the  earliest  Churches ;  and  their  Deacons  appear  to  have  had  an 
office  considerably  different  from  those  of  our  Church.* 

Again,  it  seems  plainly  to  have  been  at  least  the  general,  if  not 
the  universal,  practice  of  the  Apostles,  to  appoint  over  each  separate 
Church  a  single  individual  as  a  Chief  Governor,  under  the  title  of 
^^ Anger"  (i,  e,^  Messenger  or  Legate  from  the  Apostles)  or  "  Bishop," 
t.  «.,  Superintendent  or  Overseer.  A  Church  and  a  Diocese  seem 
to  have  been,  for  a  considerable  time,  coextensim  and  identical.  And 
each  Church  or  Diocese  (and  consequently  each  Superintendent), 
though  connected  with  the  rest  by  ties  of  Faith,  and  Hope,  and 
Charity,  seems  to  have  been  (as  has  been  already  observed)  per- 
fectly independent,  as  far  as  regards  any  power  of  control. 

The  plan  pursued  by  the  Apostles  seems  to  have  been,  as  has 
been  above  remarked,  to  establish  a  great  number  of  small,  (in 
comparison  with  most  modern  Churches,)  distinct,  and  independent 
communities,  each  governed  by  its  own  single  Bishop,  consulting, 
no  doubt,  with  his  own  Presbyters,  and  accustomed  to  act  in  con- 
currence with  them,  and  occasionally  conferring  with  the  Brethren 
in  other  Churches,  but  owing  no  submission  to  the  rulers  of  any 
other  Church,  or  to  any  central  common  authority  except  the 
Apostles  themselves.  And  other  points  of  difference  might  be 
added. 

Now,  to  vindicate  the  institutions  of  our  own  or  of  some  other 
Church,  on  the  ground  that  they  '^are  not  in  themselves  super- 
stitious or  ungodly'*'' — that  they  are  not  at  variance  with  Gospel- 

*  See  The  Church  and  the  SjfnoffOffue,  an  Abridgment  from  Vitrings,  1}y  Rev.  J» 
Bernard. 
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principles,  or  with  any  Divine  injunction  that  was  designed  to  be  of 
unirersal  obligation,  is  intelligible  and  reasonable.  But  to  vindicate 
them  on  the  ground  of  the  exact  conformity,  which  it  is  notorious 
they  do  not  possess,  to  the  most  ancient  models,  and  even  to  go 
beyond  this,  and  condemn  all  Christians  whose  institutions  and 
ordinances  are  not  "  one  and  utterly  like^***  our  own,  on  the  ground 
of  their  departure  from  the  Apostolical  precedents,  which  no 
Church  has  exactly  adhered  to,  does  seem — to  use  no  harsher 
expression — ^not  a  little  inconsistent  and  unreasonable.  And  vet 
one  may  not  unfrequently  hear  members  of  Episcopalian  Churches 
pronouncing  severe  condemnation  on  those  of  other  communions, 
and  even  excluding  them  from  the  Christian  body,  on  the  ground, 
not  of  their  not  being  under  the  best  form  of  Ecclesiastical  Govern- 
ment,"!" but  of  their  wanting  the  very  essentials  of  a  Christian 
Church ;  viz.,  the  very  same  distinct  Orders  in  the  Hierarchy  that 
the  Apostles  appointed :  and  this,  while  the  Episcopalians  them- 
selves have,  universally,  so  far  varied  from  the  Apostolical  insti- 
tution as  to  have  in  one  Church  several  Bishops ;  each  of  whom 
consequently  differs  in  the  office  he  holds,  in  a  most  important 
point,  from  one  of  the  primitive  Bishops,  as  much  as  the  Governor 
of  any  one  of  our  colonies  does  from  a  Sovereign  Prince. 

Now,  whether  the  several  alterations,  and  departures  from  the 
original  institutions,  were,  or  were  not,  in  each  instance,  made  on 
good  grounds,  in  accordance  with  an  altered  state  of  society,  is  a 
question  which  cannot  even  be  entertained  by  those  who  hold,  that 
no  Church  is  competent  to  vary  at  all  from  the  ancient  model. 
Their  principle  would  go  to  exclude  at  once  from  the  pale  of 
Chrises  Church  almost  every  Christian  body  since  the  first  two  or 
three  centuries. 

Kingdom  of  Christ.    Eaaay  ii.     Sect,  17—20. 

Sumner,  Bishop  op  Chester. — 1841. 

21.  (XL)  The  other  error  to  which  I  purpose  to  allude,  is  no  less 
injurious  to  the  Saviour^s  glory.  Practically  He  is  treated  with 
dishonour,  when  the  Church  which  He  has  established  is  made  to 
usurp  His  place,  to  perform  His  acts,  to  receive  His  homage :  is  so 
represented  as  to  be,  virtually,  the  author  of  Salvation,  instead  of  the 
channel  through  which  Salvation  flows.^    This  is,  in  truth,  to  depose 

*  See  34th  Article. 

i*  It  18  remarkable  that  there  are  Presbyterians  also,  who  proceed  on  similar 
principles ;  who  contend  that  orisinally  the  distinction  between  Bishops  and  Presbyters 
did  not  exist ;  and  consequently  \ivoi  that  Episcopacy  is  not  essential  to  a  Church,  but) 
thai  Episcopal  government  is  an  unwarrantable  innovation — an  usurpation — a  profane 
departure  from  the  Divine  Ordinances  ! 


6  ^*  Let  us  say  to  ourselves,  I  am  about  to  sit  in  judgment  on  a  parent — on  her  .  , 
.  .  «  who  blessed  me,  through  the  hands  of  her  Bishops,  with  the  blessing  and  inter- 
ceflBion  of  a  parent— the  blessing  so  powerful  with  the  Most  High — ^who  £iUowed  tho 
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Him  from  His  throne,  and  to  invest  His  subjects  with  the  authority 
which  belongs  to  Himself  alone.* 


(First  Edition.)'! 

*  [It  is  well  that  those  who  are  in- 
clined to  carrv  Church  Authority  to 
a  height  for  which  there  is  no  Scrip- 
tural warrant,  should  he  aware  of  the 
consequences  which  follow.  And  the 
principle  I  have  here  comhated  is  thus 
laid  down  in  a  recent  publication, 
which  may  justly  he  expected  to  de- 
rive extensive  influence  from  the  cha- 
racter of  its  author : — 

"  It  is  in  the  Church  that  we  have 
our  religious  life,  derived  to  us  not  as 
individuals,  but  by  virtue  of  incorpo- 
ration into  her  body." 

^'God  has  not  chosen  to  establish 
his  relations  with  each  of  us  on  a  dis- 
tinct and  individual  footing,  but  has 
constituted  us  in  a  body  to  derive 
from  its  source  of  life  a  portion  of  its 
general  life."—  Church  Principles^  pp. 
5  and  147. 

If  we  receive  this  Doctrine,  we  must 
re-write  the  Scripture.  For  if  there 
is  a  truth  which  is  declared  through- 
out the  whole  New  Testament,  it  is 
that  God  has  established  his  relations 
with  man  through  the  medium  of  in- 
dividual Faith  in  Jesus  Christ,  and 
that  we  have  our  religious  life  by 
virtue  of  union  with  Him,  of  which 
union  Faith  is  the  instrument.] — 


(Second  Edition.) , 

♦  Many,  I  doubt  not,  through  fear 
of  schism,  and  a  sense  of  the  evils 
which  attend  it,  have  been  led  to 
countenance  what  thev  consider  to  be 
the  cause  of  Church  Authority,  with- 
out being  aware  of  the  consequences 
which  follow  when  that  authority  is 
unduly  raised :  how  the  Church,  rather 
than  the  Church's  Head,  is  looked  up 
to  as  the  source  of  spiritual  life  or 
relifi^ous  power;  how  incorporation 
with  the  body  of  the  Church,  is  iden- 
tified with  incorporation  with  the 
Saviours  body;  as  if  to  be  in  the 
Church,  and  to  "  be  in  Christ  Jesus," 
were  the  same. 

Now  the  Scripture,  whether  using 
the  language  of  invitation  or  of  pro- 
mise, uniformly  addresses  us  as  indi- 
viduals. Individuals  needing  deliver- 
ance, are  addressed  by  an  individual 
Saviour.  The  Church,  in  its  character 
of  witness,  or  messenger,  or  steward, 
is  the  medium  through  which  the 
offer  is  made,  but  not  through  which 
the  benefit  is  received.  The  benefit 
comes  not  through  the  Church,  but 
through  Faith— individual  Faith;  and 
men  have  their  religious  life  by  virtue 
of  union  with  Christ,  Faith  being  the 
instrument  of  that  union.  The  lan- 
guage of  Scripture  agrees  with  this 
view,  and  no  other. 
"  Come  unto  me,  all  ye  that  labour  and  are  heavy  laden,  and  I  will  give  you 

rest."    Can  [shall.— Edit.  l."|  wc  write  instead.  Come  into  the  Church,  and 

the  Church  shall  give  you  rest  ? 


womb  from  which  I  sprung,  and  the  paps  that  gave  me  suck  .  .  .  who  has  raised  her 
Sanctuaries,  appointed  II  xa  Sabbaths,  ....  set  at  my  side  a  holy  company  of  Saints 
and  Prophets  of  her  oum  creation  under  God,  that  I  may  never  be  without  instructors — 
who  has  established  this  place  (Oxford)^  above  all  others,  as  a  perpetual  memorial  of 
her  power  and  wisdom —  .  .  .  How  often  has  she  called,  and  I  refused ;  she  stretched 
out  her  hand,  and  no  man  regarded  I  And  now,  when  distress  and  anguish  are  come 
upon  her,  shall  I  turn  round  and  mock  at  her  weakness— as  men  reviled  our  Lord 
upon  the  Cross,  on  which  they  themselves  had  hung  Him ! " 

The  Duty  oS  Young  Men  in  Times  of  Controversy.  A  Sermon,  by  W.  Sewell,  B.D., 
Sub-Rector  of  Exeter  College,  and  late  Professor  of  Moral  Philosophy. — pp.  34,  36. 
—Ed. 

''  I  have  thousht  it  better  to  give  this  note  as  it  stands  both  in  the  first  and  second 
editions  of  his  Lordship's  Charge,  in  consequence  of  the  severe,  and,  as  I  humbly 
conceive,  most  unjust  animadversions  of  the  Bishop  o9  Exbter.     See  the  latter 
Prelate's  Charge  of  1842,  Par.  24,  in  the  present  Chapter,  and  Par.  27,  in  Chap.  XI  I. 
—Ed. 
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22.  It  is  convenient,^  no  doubt,  in  language,  to  embody  the  mul- 
ti'tade  who  believe  in  Christ  under  one  comprehensive  term ;   and 

^*I  am  tiie  way,  and  the  truth,  and  the  life:  no  man  cometh  unto  the 
Father  but  by  me."  Shall  we  substitute  tke  Church  Catholic  for  the  in- 
dividual Saviour? 

^' All  that  the  Father  giveth  unto  me,  shall  come  unto  me :  and  him  that 
cometh  unto  me,  I  will  in  no  wise  cast  out."  Shall  we  write  instead,  Him 
that  cometh  into  the  Churchy  the  Church  will  in  no  wise  cast  out  ?  Can  we 
be  justified  in  thus  altering  the  terms  of  Scripture  in  a  matter  of  such 
importance  as  everlasting  Salvation?  Invited  to  approach  God  on  an  in- 
dividual footing,  as  believers  in  the  Son  whom  He  hath  sent,  shall  we  seek  out 
another  door  of  approach  for  ourselves,  and  come  to  Him,  not  as  believers 
in  Christ,  but  as  members  of  a  body  ? 

['^  If  any  man  love  me,  he  will  keep  my  words :  and  my  Father  will  love 
him,  and  we  will  come  unto  him,  and  make  our  abode  with  him/'  Are  there 
any  other  words  by  which  God  could  establish  his  relation  with  us,  on  an 
individual  footing,  more  clear  than  these  ? — Edit.  1.] 

'*  Simon,  Simon,  Satan  hath  desired  to  have  you,  that  he  may  winnow  you 
as  wheat :  but  I  have  prayed  for  thee,  that  thy  Faith  fail  not."  Could  Simon 
suppose  that  the  Church  was  to  be  the  source  of  his  spiritual  life,  and  not  tho 
Saviour  ? 

^*' I  know  my  sheep,  and  am  known  of  mine."  [Does  this  imply  any  thing 
but  a  relation  on  a  distinct  and  individual  footing 'i — Edit.  l.J  Can  we  be 
content  to  leave  the  care,  the  power,  the  omniscience  of  the  Saviour,  to  derive 
from  the  Church  a  portion  of  its  life  ?  [from  the  Church's  ^'  source  of  life  a 
portion  of  its  general  lifeT — Edit.  1.]  And  will  the  testimony  of  the  Church, 
that  she  knows  her  own,  avail  us  '^  in  the  great  day  ?"  Is  there  no  danger  of 
the  awful  sentence,  "  I  never  knew  you?" 

^^  He  came  unto  his  own,  and  his  own  received  him  not :  but  to  as  many  as 
received  him,  to  them  gave  he  power  to  become  the  sons  of  God :  who  were 
bom,  not  of  the  will  of  the  flesh,  nor  of  the  will  of  man,  but  of  God."  Could 
any  one  suppose,  from  these  words,  that  our  religious  life  was  to  be  derived  to 
us  by  virtue  of  incorporation  with  the  Church  f  Can  we  affirm  it,  without 
presuming  to  set  aside  the  words  of  Grod  Himself? 

The  texts  which  I  have  quoted  are  some  among  multitudes  of  plain 
declarations,  in  which  God  proposes  to  establish  relation  with  us  on  the 
footing  of  Faith,  individual  Faith,  in  his  Son  Jesus  Christ.  If  his  purpose 
were  changed,  and  He  designed  to  set  up  a  visible  institution,  like  the 
Christian  Church,  as  the  medium  of  man's  communication  with  Him,  He 
surely  would  have  revealed  this  to  us  in  clear  and  intelligible  terms.  Scrip- 
ture contains  nothing  of  the  kind.  So  difficult  has  it  proved  to  confirm  such 
an  idea  from  Scripture,  that  the  commission  of  Christ  to  his  Apostles  has  been 
forced  into  the  service,  and  made  to  bear  the  whole  burthen.  ^'  Go  ve,  and 
teach  all  nations,  baptizing  them,  in  the  name  of  the  Father,  and  of  tne  Son, 
and  of  the  Holy  Ghost;  and,  lo,  I  am  with  you  alway,  even  unto  the  end 
of  the  world."*  I  am  with  you,  and  with  those  after  you  who  shall  be 
ordained  to  the  like  office,  to  proclaim  the  redemption  whicn  I  have  wrought, 
and  gather  men  into  one  body,  having  ^'  one  Lord,  one  Faith,  one  Baptism.' 
^'  And,  lo,  I  am  with  you  alway :"  to  support,  and  guide,  and  strengthen  you ; 

*  Matt,  xxviii  19,  20.  Some  other  texts,  as  the  promise  to  Simon  Peter,  &c., 
alleged  by  the  Romi^  Church,  are  go  entirely  irrelevant,  that  only  a  Romish  disputant 
can  urge  them. 


"  Vide  ii^ra,  Kote  on  Par.  24^  of  the  Bishof  op  £xbter*s  Chargb,  1842,..Eo. 
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our  Lord  has  Himself  taught  us,  by  example,  that  we  may  do  this 
safely  and  legitimately.*     But  language  may  mislead.     We  may 

to  give  an  answer  to  your  prayers,  to  give  life  to  vonr  words.  ^^  For  without 
me  ye  can  do  nothing/'  A  blessed  promise ;  independently  of  which  there 
could  be  little  hope  to  the  Apostles  originally,  and  little  hope  now  either 
for  Ministers  or  for  their  people ;  but  certainly  no  substitution  of  person ;  no 
delegation  of  authority  :  ^'  I  am  with  you  alway."  Not,  Ye  are  in  my  stead 
alway. 

How,  then,  can  we  venture,  with  such  plain  declarations  on  the  one  hand, 
and  with  nothing,  literally  nothing,  except  a  vague  inference  on  the  other — 
how  can  we  venture  to  interpose  the  Church,  instead  of  Christ,  as  the  mediator 
between  Grod  and  man;  [to  represent  the  Church  as  the  *' ground  of  our 
Christian  privileges.** — (Church  Principles^  p.  150.)  Edit.  1.]  or  affirm  that 
[*^  it  is  simply  as  members  of  the  body  that  we  have  any  rights  at  all  ?" 
^{Ibid,  137.])  Edit.  1.]  <'  Christ  has  appointed  the  Church  as  the  only  way 
unto  eternal  life  ?''t 

I  examine  the  Word  of  God,  and  there  I  find  all  its  promises  annexed  to 
individual  Faith «  Can  I  venture  to  turn  aside  from  this,  and  claim  the 
promises  as  a  member  of  the  Church  ?  [To  look  for  ^^  religious  life,"  or  peace 
with  Grod,  "  by  virtue  of  incorporation  into  her  body  ?"— Edit.  1.] 

Especiallv  when  the  danger  of  such  Doctrines,  wiien  generally  propounded, 
is  neither  slight  nor  doubtful.  They  have  been  again  introduced,  and  main- 
tained, and  disseminated,  in  defiance  of  all  the  lessons  of  experience,  and 
all  the  warnings  of  example.  Doubtless  there  are  excellent  persons  who  are 
[such  a  person  as  the  author  of  "Church  Principles"  maybe  out,  &c. — 
Edit.  1.]  out  of  the  reach  of  such  danger,  and  may  even  imagine  that  a  high 
Doctrine  concerning  the  Church,  would  have  the  opposite  effect  from  ob- 
structing onr  contemplation  of  the  Redeemer :  would  bring  men  more  palpably 
near  to  Christ,  and  greatly  promote  their  sacred  and  vital  imion  with  Him. 
But  it  cannot  do  so,  if  the  Doctrine  be  not  true  and  Scriptural.  And,  prac- 
tically, it  never  has  done  so.  It  has  done  the  very  contrary.  The  majority 
of  mankind  will  take  occasion,  from  such  Doctrines,  to  satisfy  themselves  with 
the  external  relation,  and  substitute  it  for  individual  Faith :  as  the  annals  of 
the  Jewish  and  the  Roman  Catholic  Churches  too  fatally  demonstrate.  Such 
is,  in  fact,  the  natural  bias,  which  needs  to  be  constantly  opposed. 

What,  then,  is  the  Church,  if  it  is  not  "a  life-giving  ordinance;"  a 
^'  Sacrament,"  in  which  the  mysteries  of  eternal  life  are  contained  and  com- 
municated 7:|:  in  the  hands  of  whose  rulers  the  ordinances  of  life  are  deposited  ? 

What  the  Church  is,  and  what  the  Church  is  not,  may  perhaps  be  made 
clearer  by  changing,  for  a  moment,  the  light  in  which  the  object  is  viewed. 

An  offended  Sovereign  sends  a  message  to  his  people:  proposes  terms  of 
reconciliation ;  and  engages,  that  whoever  shall  swear  allegiance  to  a  certain 
commander,  and  remain  faithful  to  him,  shall  receive  indemnity  for  what 
is  past,  and  be  possessed  of  peculiar  privileges  for  life.  A  multitude  come  in ; 
accept  the  terms,  and  swear  allegiance:  pass  through  the  prescribed  form: 
such,  for  example,  as  Christian  Baptism.  These  are  united,  enrolled  together; 
and  formed  into  a  regiment.  It  becomes  the  favoured  regiment — the  peculiar, 
the  chosen,  the  royal  regiment. 

Such  is  the  Church  of  Christ.  The  promise  is,  '^  He  that  believeth,  and  is 
baptized,  shall  be  saved.''  Many  trust  the  promise,  cleave  to  him,  and 
are  baptized.  And  these  are  collected  in  a  company,  called  by  his  name,  and 
entitled  to  many  blessed  privileges,  of  guidance,  and  supermtendence,  and 
spiritual  protection.  This  they  enjoy  in  the  present  world ;  and  in  the  world 
to  come,  life  everlasting. 

*  Matt.  xvi.  18.  t  Tract  48,  p.  12.  :::  Briiith  Critic^  lix. 
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personify  a  body,  for  the  coDvenience  of  discourse,  and  by  degrees 
forget  that  a  community  is  not  a  person.     And  it  is  still  worse,  if 

Here,  however,  we  have  a  company  of  persons,  receiving  privileges,  not 
conferring  them.  When  and  how  ooes  the  cnange  take  place,  empowering  the 
members  of  this  Church,  whether  its  teachers  or  its  scholars,  to  impart 
"  religions  life  ?"  Or  where  is  it  implied,  that  simply  to  be  a  member  of  this 
Church,  is  to  be  in  possession  of  spiritual  life,  or  to  "nave  life  eternal ?" 

The  Sovereign  has  made  his  promises,  not  to  the  members  of  the  regiment, 
but  to  the  faithful  adherents  of  the  commander.  And  we  see  the  important 
difference.  In  process  of  time,  the  privileges  become  attractive :  and  many 
may  enrol  themselves  in  the  regiment,  and  comply  with  the  appointed  service, 
who  in  their  hearts  intend  no  fidelity  to  the  commander,  and  are  ready 
to  desert  him  on  the  first  occasion. 

Now,  had  the  promises  been  made  to  all  who  enrolled  themselves  in  the 
regiment,  all  would  be  equally  entitled  to  reward,  whether  in  their  hearts  they 
were  fiiithful  or  not  to  the  commander. 

But  as  the  case  really  stands,  the  Sovereign  is  under  no  obligation  to 
any  who  have  not  this  inward  qualification.  Some  such  may  have  entered 
into  the  body,  with  the  usual  ceremonies ;  nay,  they  may  hold  the  colours,  or 
wear  the  dress,  of  the  trul^  faithful ;  but  the  state  of  their  hearts  disqualifies 
them  for  any  efiectual  claim. 

It  is  thus  between  Christ  and  the  Church  of  Christ.  As  long  as  all  the 
company  are  believers,  all  is  well.  To  believe,  to  be  baptized,  to  be  in  the 
company,  and  to  be  saved,  are  the  same  thing.  But  if,  from  whatever  cause, 
those  become  enrolled  in  the  company  who  bear  no  fealty  towards  the  head  of 
the  company,  these  have  no  claim  upon  Him  who  knows  the  heart,  and  who 
made  the  faiih  of  the  heart  a  condition  of  the  promised  privile&^es. 

So  dangerous  is  that  system  of  religious  teaching  which  places  Salvation 
(though  it  may  be  only  virtuallv)  in  the  Church;  makes  the  Church  the 
prominent  object ;  and  would  lead  us,  in  practice,  to  depend  upon  a  supposed 
union  with  Christ,  through  the  Church,  instead  of  on  those  evioences  by  which 
Scriffure  teaches  us  to  *'*'  examine  ourselves,  whether  we  be  in  the  Faith ;  to 
prove  our  own  selves."  We  cannot  venture  to  say.  Whosoever  is  in  the 
Church  of  Christ,  is  bom  of  Grod ;  or  substitute  this  for  the  Apostolical  test, 
**  Whatsoever  is  bom  of  God,  overcometh  the  world."*  [ — ^makes  the  Church 
the  prominent  object.  In  a  statement  like  the  following,  for  example,  I  can 
see  nothing  but  the  greatest  danger.  And  the  statement  is  the  more  important, 
because  it  exlubits  the  principle  in  practical  exercise.  *^  The  individual  mind 
will  flag  from  time  to  time,  or  entirely ;  sin  will  arise  like  a  cloud  between 
the  Redeemer  and  the  offending  soul :  then  it  is  that  the  idea  of  the  Church, 
and  the  fact  of  incorporation  into  Him,  through  the  Church,  will  remain  a 
token  of  Divine  love,  and  a  solace  to  the  penitent;  a  sign  for  good  in  the 
midst  of  darkness  otherwise  impenetrable." — Church  Principles^  p.  161. 

If  I  rightly  apprehend  this,  the  idea  of  the  Church,  and  the  fact  of  incor- 
poration with  Christ,  through  the  Church,  is  to  be  used,  instead  of  those 
evidences  by  which  Scripture  teaches  us  to  "  examine  ourselves,  whether  we 
be  in  the  Faith ;  to  prove  our  own  selves ;"  is  to  comfort  us  when  those 
evidences  fail.  Can  we,  then,  venture  to  say.  Whosoever  is  in  the  Church  of 
Christ  is  born  of  Grod ;  instead  of  the  Apostolical  test,  "  Whatsoever  is  bom 
of  God,  overcometh  the  world  T — Edit.  1.]  It  may  happen,  that  all  who  are 
of  the  Church,  may  also  be  in  Christ :  the  members  of  the  company  may  also 
he  adherents  of  the  commander.  But  the  case  may  be  otherwise :  and,  there^ 
fore,  it  must  be  constantly  borne  in  mind,  that  Salvation  is  not  offered  to  men 
because  they  are  baptLeed,  or  because  they  are  enlisted  in  the  company ;  but, 

♦  See  1  John  v.  1-^. 
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the  body  which  was  first  personified,  comes  afterwards  to  be  deified. 
Yet,  a  process  of  this  kind  has  gone  on  with  regard  to  the  Ghristian 
Church.  When  Jesus  declared  that  He  would  build  his  Church 
upon  a  rock,  and  that  the  gates  of  hell  should  not  prevail  against 
it,  He  simply  declared  that  there  should  hereafter  ever  be  a  body 
of  men  belieying  in  Him  as  the  Son  of  God — a  body  which  Satan 
might  assail,  but  should  never  succeed  in  destroying.  He  did  not 
say  that  He  would  set  up  a  power  upon  earth,  which  should  possess 
his  authority,  act  in  his  stead,  and,  as  his  vicegerent,  dispense  his 
anger  or  his  favour.  We  look  in  vain  for  a  single  sentence  in 
which  such  a  purpose  is  implied :  a  purpose  so  important,  and,  I 
may  add,  so  extraordinary,  that  it  must  have  been  written  in 
words  which  none  could  fail  to  read.  But  advantage  has  been  taken 
of  the  obscurity  of  language,  to  maintain  and  encourage  this  idea. 
The  Church  has  been  made,  first,  an  abstraction,  and  then  a  person, 
and  then  a  Saviour.  The  Church,  thus  invested  with  Divinity,  has  the 
Minister  as  her  visible  representative  ;  and  he,  explaining  the  pro- 
phetic anticipation,  has  assumed  the  place  of  God.*  We  too  well 
know  what  corruptions  found  entrance  at  this  source  ;  what  oppor- 
tunity was  given  to  the  exercise  of  the  worst  of  human  passions; 
what  food  was  supplied  to  malice,  enmity,  pride,  covetousness,  and 
ambition.  So  that  one  of  the  first  and  most  needful  works  of  the 
Reformers  was  to  pierce  the  veil ;  to  divest  the  Church  of  the  mysr 
tery^  in  which  it  had  been  shrouded ;  and  to  disclose  it  to  the 
world  in  its  true  and  Scriptural  form,  as  the  company  of  believers.-f 
The  Church  is  that  body  which  had  assembled  in  the  upper  chamber 
at  Jerusalem,  and  there  received  the  promise  of  their  risen  and 
ascended  Lord.J     The  Church  is  that  party  which  united  together, 

as  being  Juithfid  to  Him  who  is  the  Head  of  the  company,  they  become 
entitled  to  the  privileges  annexed  to  believers^  and  to  none  except  believers. 
Grievous,  indeed,  is  the  responsibility — ^for  fatal  are  the  consequencesr—of 
keeping  this  out  of  sight ;  and  of  inculcating,  instead,  the  religion  to  which 
(whatever  some  may  affirm)  corrupt  human  nature  is  characteristically  dis- 
posed ;  the  religion  which  substitutes  the  visible  for  the  invisible,  the  external 
form  for  the  interior  principle,  the  fulfilment  of  the  ordinance  for  the  devotion 
of  tlie  heart.  "  The  prophets  prophesy  falsely ;  and  the  priests  bear  rule  by 
their  means ;  and  my  people  love  to  have  it  so :  and  what  will  ye  do  in  the 
end  thereof ?"§  The  whole  system  is  destructive;  equally  destructive  to  the 
Minister  and  the  people.  It  lulls  the  people  in  a  fancied  security;  it  elates 
the  Minister  with  a  vam  superiority.  ^'  The  leaders  of  this  people  cause  them 
to  err;  and  thej  that  are  led  by  them  are  destroyed." || 

*  See  2  Thess.  it  4. 

t  Art  xix.  **  The  visible  Church  of  Christ  is  a  congregation  of  £utbful  men,  in  the 
which  the  pure  Word  of  God  is  preached,  and  the  Siu^nunents  be  duly  administered 
according  to  Christ^s  Ordinance.** 

t  Acts  L  13, 14.  §  Jer.  v.  li  Isa.  ix.  16. 


•  Vide  ififra^  Note  on  Par.  24  of  the  Bishop  of  Exbtbr^s  Charge,  1842.-i.ED. 
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and  "  had  all  thiogs  commoD/^  and  ^^  continued  in  the  Apostles'* 
fellowship.'"*  The  Church  is  that  "con^egation  of  faithful  men/" 
in  all  ages,  and  of  all  countries,  who  maintain  in  their  purity  the 
Doctrines  and  institutions^  of  the  Gospel.  The  Ministers  of  this 
Church  are  those  called  to  serve  the  united  body  ;  to  perform  the 
prescribed  rites  ;^  to  teach,  to  rebuke,  to  exhort,  to  warn,  to  com- 
fort ;  and  to  commit  perpetually  to  other  faithful  men  the  thiugs 
which  they  have  themselves  received. 

23.  Such  is  the  simple  analysis  of  the  Church  —  the  Holy 
Catholic  Church,  of  which  Christ  is  the  Head ;  and  with  which  rfe 
has  engaged  to  be  present  by  His  Spirit,  unto  the  end  of  the  world. 
We  must  beware  of  assigning  to  the  members,  or  to  the  body 
which  the  members  compose,  a  power  which  really  belongs  to  the 
Head  alone.  If  we  speak  of  the  ark  of  Christ^s  Church,  we  must 
remember  that  we  are  only  speaking  metaphorically.  That  ark  is 
not  limited  to  any  special  locality  on  earth,  like  the  ark  of  Noah ; 
it  extends  as  far  as  the  knowledge  of  Christ  extends ;  for  He  is  the 
true  ark,  prepared  of  God  for  the  saving  of  all  who  commit  them- 
selves to  Him.  The  ministrations  of  the  Church  are  the  door  by 
which  the  community  of  the  faithful  on  earth  is  entered;  but 
Christ  is  the  only  door  by  which  heaven  can  be  entered ;  and  many 
may  be  admitted  into  the  visible  fold^  who  remain  for  ever  unknown 
to  the  true  Shepherd.  The  Members  of  the  Church  are  branches 
of  the  vine ;  but  the  Church  is  not  the  vine  ;  that  name  belongs  to 
Christ  alone.  The  Church  is  '^  the  pillar  and  ground  of  the  truth  ;*" 
bnt  the  Church  is  not  *^the  truth  ;^  neither  has  it  life  in  itself; 
Christ  alone  is  "  the  way,  the  truth,  and  the  life,^  through  which 
every  individual  Member  of  the  Church  must  seek  access  to  €rod. 

24.  Yet  all  this,  undeniable  in  itself,  is  practically  contradicted, 
whenever  the  services,  and  the  ordinances,  and  the  ministerial  office 
are  magnified  beyond  their  due  proportions,  or  placed  before  the 
people  with  a  prominence  to  which  they  have  no  claim.  Church  prin- 
ciples, in  their  proper  sense,  all  must  approve.  All  must  approve  of 
that  cordial  agreement  with  the  Articles,  that  sincere  preference  of 
the  services,  that  willing  conformity  to  the  discipline  of  the  Church, 
which  shew  that  our  profession  is  honest  and  consistent.  This, 
and  nothing  else,  must  be  the  meaning  of  the  phrase,  unless  it  is 
intended  to  avow  that  the  Church  is  to  assume  the  place  of  the 
Church's  head,  and  to  be  reverenced,  served,  and  trusted,  instead 
of  Him.  No  one  will  deny  our  right  to  maintain  Church  princi- 
ples, in  preference  to  the  principles  of  the  Presbyterian  or  Inde- 
pendent. But,  on  the  other  hand,  I  must  think  that,  to  set  up,  as 
it  were,  Church  principles,  in  opposition  to  the  principles  of  the 

•  Acta  ii.  42—47. 


'■  >■  Vide  Note  on  Par.  32  of  the  Bishop  op  Exxtbr's  Charge,  1842,  in  Chap.  XII. 
—Ed. 
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Gk>spel,  and  plaee  them  in  invidious  contrast,  is  alike  unreasonable 
and  unscriptural.  It  is  to  confound  the  means  of  grace  with  the 
Author  of  grace ;  to  worship  the  thing  made,  and  to  dishonour  the 
Maker.  It  is  to  array  against  Christ  the  instrumentality  which 
he  has  established  against  Satan.  He  appointed  his  Ministers, 
that  there  might  be  a  perpetual  provision  for  opposing  '^  the  power 
of  darkness''^ — a  perpetual  provision  for  carrjdng  into  effect,  through 
conviction,  and  conversion,  and  sanctification,  his  merciful  purpose 
of  ^^  bringing  many  sons  to  glory .'^  He  instituted  his  Sacraments, 
that  they  who  observed  them  might  be  a  visible  body  of  witnesses 
to  Him  in  the  world ;  and  that,  after  the  usual  manner  of  the 
Divine  operations,  there  might  be  known  and  manifest  channels  in 
which  his  Spirit  might  flow,  to  the  edification  and  comfort  of 
believers.^ 

25.  Therefore  He  ordained  the  Ministry,  and  He  ordained  the 
Sacraments,  that  there  might  be  a  Church ;  a  continual  ^'  congre- 
gation of  faithful  men.^  And  shall  this  Church  boast  itself  against 
its  Author,  and  claim  a  power  which  He  has  never  given !  Shall 
the  earthly  Members  assume  the  authority  of  their  heavenly  Prin- 
cipal? Such  seems  to  be  the  case,  when  they  confound  Church 
membership  with  faith  ;  or  so  magnify  the  ministrations  belonging 
to  their  office,  as  virtually  to  represent  that,  except  through  their 
instrumentality,  there  is  no  Salvation. 

26.  In  addition  to  the  chart  of  Scripture,  which  is  sufficiently 
clear  and  instructive,  beacons  enough  have  been  raised  in  former 
times,  warning  us  how  those  who,  in  this  respect,  have  wandered 
from  the  track,  have  made  shipwreck  of  their  faith,  and  left  an 
example  to  future  ages.  The  .Jewish  nation  has  shewn  us  what  it 
is  to  make  a  boast  of  privileges,  and  ascribe  undue  importance  to 
outward  ordinances ;  to  pride  themselves  as  ''  the  temple  of  the 
Lord  ;^  to  be  satisfied  that  they  were  "  Hebrews  ;'^  that  they  were 
*'  Israelites ;"  that  they  were  "  of  the  seed  of  Abraham."  The 
warning  furnished  by  the  Romish  Church  comes  still  more  nearly 
home.  In  their  Creed,  they  bold  the  vital  truths  of  the  Gospel. 
Practically,  their  dependence  is  on  their  Church.  To  be  within 
that  pale,^  is  indispensable  to  Salvation.  To  receive  absolution 
from  the  priest  is  security.  He  claims  a  power  of  sanctifying 
water  to  the  washing  away  of  sin  ;  he  professes  to  deliver  to  the 
communicant  what  he  has  made^  the  very  body  and  blood   of 

9  Vide  Note  on  Par.  27  of  the  Bishop  of  Exeter's  Charge,  1842,  in  Chap.  XII.— 
Ed. 

^  It  is  not  the  Church  of  Rome  of  which  Mr.  Paget  speaks,  when  he  say^  '^  That 
Church  he  loved  as  the  one  appointed  means  (tic)  of  bringing  men  to  Christ ;  and 
because  he  was  satisfied,  upon  conviction,  that  there  was  neither  peace  nor  safety 
without  her  paXe^-^Taiea  of  the  VUlage^  by  F.  E.  Paget,  M.  A.,  Rector  of  Elford,  and 
Chaplain  to  the  Bishop  of  Oxford,  p.  187 Ed. 

^  A  profession  not  confined  to  the  Priest  of  the  Romish  Church. 

'' has  sent  me  vour  Resolutions  for  our  Association,  which  I  think  excel- 
lent ;  only  I  should  like  to  know  why  you  flinch  from  saying  that  the  power  of  making 
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Christ.     He,  in  short,  is  in  Chrises  stead.      We  know  all  that 

follows ;  and  what  we  know,  might  be  snflScient  to  deter  us  from 

approaching  principles  which  lead  to  such  confusion  of  truth  and 

error. 

See  also  Pan.  27 — 30  in  Chap.  X.,  and  his  Lordship^b  Note  on  Par.  6,  in  Chap.  XXI. 

Mant,  Bishop  of  Down  and  Connor,  and  Dromore. — 1842. 
Vide  Pan.  5(U-M,  in  the  next  Chapter.6 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  op  Exetbr. — 1842. 

13.  There  is  another  particular,  in  which  they  (the  authors  of 
the  Tracts. — Ed.)  appear  to  me  equally  entitled  to  our  gratitude ; 
I  mean  the  zealous  and  effectual  manner  in  which  they  have 
enforced  the  great  evangelical  truth,  that  the  true  Christian  life  is 
not  an  individual,  but  a  corporate  life  ;  that  we  are,  in  the  highest 
and  strictest  moral  sense,  members  of  a  Body^  whose  Head  is  our 
Lord  Himself,  and  therefore  we  are  "  members  one  of  another.'*' 
Our  Lord's  own  discourses,  and  the  teaching  of  the  Holy  Ghost  by 
the  Apostles,  plainly  declare  that  it  is  to  the  body  of  Christ,  and 
to  every  particular  man  as  a  member  of  that  body,  that  his  precious 
promises  of  grace  and  life  are  held  out :  "  The  Lord  added  to  the 
Church  daily  such  as  should  be  saved.'' 

14.  I  do  not  say — God  forbid  I  ever  should — that  no  blessing 
attends  personal,  individual  religion^ — that  the  Spirit  of  Grace  is 

the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  is  vested  in  the  Succesflon  of  the  Apostles.** — Froudk 
RemaifUy  vol.  i.,  p.  326. 

'*  If  persons  who  agree  thus  would  only  hear  in  mind  that  the  miracle  of  the  Eu- 
charist professes  to  he  a  double  miracle,  the  making  of  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ 
for  onr  spiritual  food,  and  the  preservation  of  the  sensible  bread  and  wine  to  exercise 
our  faith,  they  would  perceive  that  which  their  senses  tell  them  exactly  accords  with 
the  professed  character  of  the  mirade.""* — Froudk.    Remains,  part  2,  vol.  L,  p.  65. 

Mr.  Nbwman,  speaking  of  the  "Miracle  of  the  Eucharist,**  declares  it  to  be ''a 
greater*'  one  than  the  conversion  of  the  water  into  wine  at  Cana  of  Galilee..— Fuftf 
"  Sermons  bearing  on  Subjects  of  the  Day,**  p.  43. — Ed. 

6  The  subjects  treated  of  in  this  and  the  two  following  Chapters  are  too  closely 
connected  with  each  other  to  admit  of  a  distinct  arrangement  of  the  extracts  from 
Ber&ral  of  the  Charges  under  their  respective  heads. — Ed. 

"^  The  views  of  the  Tractarians  upon  this  point  are  pretty  clearly  developed  by 
Mr.  Nkwman,  in  his  Lectures  on  Romanism, 

"  I  would  not  deny,  as  an  abstract  proposition,  that  a  Christian  may  gain  the  whole 
truth  from  the  Scriptures  ;  but  would  maintain  the  chances  are  very  seriously  against  a 
given  imUvidual,  1  would  not  deny,  but  rather  maintain,  that  a  religious,  wise,  and 
inteUectually-gifted  man  will  succeed ;  but  who  answers  to  this  description  but  Uie 
CoUecHve  Church  ?*'— pp.  189,  190. 

I  cannot  omit  the  very  just  and  pointed  observations  of  Mr.  Closb  upon  this  most 
unscriptural  passage : — 

*'  Here  is  a  sample  of  that  kind  of  reasoning  with  which  I  have  solemnly  charged 
these  sophistical  writers.  Hero  the  author  seems  first  to  admit  that  "  a  Christian** 
may  gain  the  whole  truth  from  Scripture — ^but  the  chances  are  against  him  !  !  The 
only  possible  chance  in  his  favour  would  be,  that  he  was  previously  **  a  religious,  wise, 
and  tnteUectuaHy-gifted  man.**  So  we  are  not  to  come  to  the  Word  of  God  to  get  our 
religion,  our  wisdom,  and  q\ix  gifts  there  \  but  if  we  are  first  religious,  wise,  and  talented, 
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never  present,  except  when  the  congreration  are  met  together  in 
the  Lord^s  name — that  "  the  prayer  of  Faith,'^  breathed  from  one 
single  heart,  is,  or  can  be,  without  effect — ^that  the  soul  is  never 
blessed,  largely  blessed,  by  holy  communion  with  God,  even  in  the 
stillness  of  the  closet,  in  the  loneliness  of  the  dungeon,  or  in  the 
yet  more  perfect  desolation  of  the  faithfril  Christian  in  the  crowd 
of  infidels  or  worldlings.  But  this  I  say,  that  even  then  he,  the 
faithfiil  Christian,  will  regard  himself  as  a  member  of  the  body — 
will  long  for  communion  with  it.  I  also  say,  that  the  great 
appointed  instruments  of  grace,  the  Holy  Sacraments,  of  which  we 
know  that  they  are  ^^  generally  necessary  to  Salvation^ — those  to 
which  is  annexed  the  promise  of  the  highest  and  most  perfect  union 
with  Christ,  so  far  as  they  are  the  acts  of  man,  are  essentially 
corporate  acts — ^acts  of  the  Church,  prescribed  as  such  by  its 
Divine  Head. 

15.  "Great^  indeed,  "great'*'  throughout,  "is  the  mystery  of 
godliness  i*^  but  the  greatest  of  all  its  mysteries  is  the  first  par- 
ticular enumerated  by  the  Apostle — "  God  manifest  in  the  flesh'' — 
Emmanuel — God  in  [mih  f  fieffriii&v  o  Seo^, — Ed.]  us  ;  eternally 
uniting  manhood  to  Himself,  and  thus  becoming  to  us  "  the  second 
Adam,"  from  whom,  and  through  whom,  and  in  whom,  our  true, 
our  spiritual  life,  wholly  subsists. 

16.  The  Word  of  God  is  plain,  and  full  in  teaching  this  great 
truth,  though  it  shrouds  in  awful  obscurity  the  particulars  contained 
within  it.  "  I  am  the  vine,  ye  are  the  branches ;  he  that  abideth 
in  me,  and  I  in  him,  the  same  bringeth  forth  much  fruit."*  Again  : 
"  Ye  are  the  body  of  Christ,  and  members  in  particular.""!"  "  We 
are  members  of  his  body."  We  are  "  of  His  fleshy  and  of  His 
bones.'^X  Again :  "  He  is  the  head,  even  Christ,  from  whom  the 
whole  body,  fitly  joined  together,  and  compacted  by  that  which 
every  joint  supplieth,  according  to  the  effectual  working  in  the 
measure  of  every  part,  maketh  increase  of  the  body  to  the  edifying 
of  itself  in  love."§ 

17.  In  another  place,  we  are  said  to  be  "  huilt  upon  the  founda- 
tion of  the  Apostles  and  Prophets,  Jesus  Christ  himself  being  the 
chief  comer-stone  :  in  whom  all  the  building,  fitly  framed  together, 
groweth  unto  a  holy  temple  in  the  Lord :  in  whom  ye  also  are  builded 
together  for  an  habitation  of  God  through  the  Spirit." || 

18.  These  various  but  accordant  images  are  not  used  in  meta- 

♦  John  XV.  6.  t  1  Cor.  xii.  27.  X  Eph.  ▼.  30. 

§  Id.  iv.  16.  ii  Id.  ii.  22. 


then  there  is  a  dianoe  in  our  favour  1  No !  there  is  not,  says  the  writer^^^ven  then 
there  it  not !  and  why  ?  because  no  such  person  was  ever  found — ^no  one  answers  to  it  but 
**  THB  CoLLSCTiVB  Church  !'*  So  after  first  admitting  his  **  abstract  proposition,"  he 
completely  denies  it — utterly  deniet  that  any  individual  in  the  world  can  make  <mt  truth 
from  Scripture  /  It  is  only  the  **  Collective  Church''*  who  can  do  it :  merge  jrour 
individuality  in  the  Church,  and  then  you  will  become  wise  unto  Salvation  1  If  tms  is 
not  the  very  essential  Doctrine  of  Bomanism,  I  do  not  know  what  is !"— 7%0  Written 
Tradition^  p.  15.-.£o. 
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pbor,  bat  symbolically.  They  are  expfessioDS  wbicb,  while  they 
cannot  be  conceived  to  describe  the  manner,  do  yet  declare  the 
truth,  the  reality,  the  closeness  of  the  union  of  Christ  with  his 
Church.  They  forbid  us  to  regard  ourselves,  if  we  would  be  in 
Christ,  as  separate  individuals.  They  tell  us,  with  Hooker,  that 
''in  Him  we  actually  are,  by  our  actual  incorporation  into  that 
society  which  hath  Him  for  its  head,  and  doth  make  together  with 
Him  one  body ;  for  which  cause,  by  virtue  of  that  mystical  con- 
junction, we  are  of  Him,  and  in  Him,  even  as  though  our  very 
flesh  and  bones  should  be  made  continuate  with  His.'"* 

19.  The  **life^  of  this  mystical  body  "is,"  indeed,  "hid  with 
Christ  in  God  ;'*'f  yet  the  body  itself  is  visible  here  on  earth,  in 
the  Doctrine  which  Christ  delivered  to  it,  in  the  Sacraments  which 
He  instituted,  in  the  "  pastors  and  teachers,  whom  He  gave,  for 
the  perfecting  of  the  Saints,  for  the  work  of  the  Ministry,  for  the 
edifying  of  the  Body  of  Christ,  tiir  the  number  of  the  elect  shall 
be  accomplished,  and  the  Church  attain  its  appointed  growth ;  and 
so  ^^  we  all  come  into  the  unity  of  the  Faith,  and  of  the  knowledge 
of  the  Son  of  God,  unto  a  perfect  man,  unto  the  measure  of  the 
stature  of  the  fulness  of  Christ."^ 

20.  Meanwhile,  can  we  doubt  what  is  the  duty  of  every 
Christian  towards  the  particular  Church,  in  which  God's  mercy  has 
assigned  his  lot  i  To  adhere  to  it  with  all  thankfulness  and  meek- 
nesR,  "  to  obey  them  which  have  the  rule  over  him,  and  submit 
himself," §  "esteeming  them  very  highly  in  love  for  their  work's 
sake  ;"  |l  to  "  love  the  brotherhood^^lT  to  hold  communion  in  all  acts 
of  worsnip,  above  all,  in  that  the  highest  of  all,  the  Holy  Supper 
of  the  Lord,  which  is  the  very  golden  cord  of  unity,  binding  toge- 
ther in  one  the  whole  Body  of  Christ  on  earth ;  "  for  we,  being 
many,  are  one  bread  and  one  body ;  for  we  are  all  partakers  of 
that  one  bread."**  Can  schism,  in  short,  be  a  light  evil,  or  a 
venial  sin  I  Can  it  be  safe  for  us  to  permit,  much  less  to  teach, 
our  people  to  believe  it  such ! 

21.  No ;  let  us  rather  remind  them  what  was  the  prayer,  the 
last,  the  most  earnest  prayer,  which  our  Lord  Himself  poured  forth 
for  bis  Church,  just  before  He  was  delivered  to  his  murderers — 
that  prayer  was  for  the  unity  of  his  Church :  "  Neither  pray  I  for 
these  alone,  but  for  them  also  which  shall  believe  on  me  through 
their  word;  that  they  all  may  be  one;  as  Thou,  Father,  art  in  me, 
and  I  in  Thee,  that  they  may  be  one  in  Us :  that  the  world  may 
know  that  Thou  hast  sent  me.  And  the  glory  which  Thou  gavest 
me  I  have  given  them,  that  they  may  be  one  even  as  We  are  one  : 
I  in  them,  and  Thou  in  me,  that  they  may  be  made  perfect  in  oneT^ 

22.  See  how  vast,  how  inconceivably  vast,  is  the  value  of  unity 
in  the  Church.  He  who  is  truth  itself,  annexes  to  it,  as  its  neces- 
sary result,   the   conviction   and  conversion   of  the   world — the 

♦  Ecc.  Pol.  V.  §  66.  +  Col.  iii.  3.  %  Eph.  iv.  11—13 

§  Heb.  xiii.  17.  II  1  Theai.  ▼.  13.  U  1  Pet.  ii.  17. 

**  1  Cor.  X.  17. 


270 


THE   CHUBOH,    ETC. DISHOP    PHILLPOTTS    ANIMADVERTS 


gathering  of  the  nations  into  the  fold  of  Christ.  It  is  not  union 
that  He  prays  for,  the  union  of  independent  men  or  bodies,  con- 
senting to  differ  on  what  things  they  choose,  in  order  that  they 
may  act  peaceably  together  in  others.  It  is  not  union,  I  repeat,  that 
our  Lord  prays  for  from  the  Father,  but  unity  ;  such  unity  as  is  of 
the  Father  and  the  Son ;  such  unity  as  shall  make  us  ^'  perfect  in 
one. 

23.  To  that  we  must  aspire — be  the  prospect  of  success  what 
it  may — ^to  that  we  must  aspire,  if  we  would  fulfil  the  will  and 
obey  the  voice  of  Christ,  nay,  if  we  have  faith  in  Him.  Those 
who  separate  from  the  Church,  we  may,  we  ought  to  love  as 
brethren,  to  entreat  as  brethren,  though  they  have  left  the  common 
Father^s  house.  But  we  may  not,  we  dare  not,  deceive  them,  by 
keeping  back  the  awful  truth,  that  by  ceasing  to  be  in  that  house, 
they  cease  to  have  the  promise^  which  is  given  to  them  only  who 
are  there :  "  Son,  thou  art  ever  with  me,  and  all  that  I  have  is 
thineu^^  From  our  hearts  will  we  add,  over  every  wanderer  who 
shall  return  thither,  ^^  It  is  meet  that  we  should  make  merry,  and 
be  glad ;  for  this  our  brother  was  dead,  and  is  alive  again,  and  was 
lost,  and  is  found  .^^ 

24.  The  writers  of  the  "  Tracts"  have  largely  contributed — ^not 
to  revive,  for  it  was  never  dead,  but  to  spread  and  strengthen,  a 
practical  sense  of  this  our  corporate  character,  as  we  are  Christians ; 
to  exhibit  the  Church,  not,  as  we  grieve  to  be  told  by  high  autho- 
rity that  it  is,  merely^  a  " convenient**'*  phrase  for  "embodying 

*  It  has  been  said  that  we  have  the  example  of  our  Lord  Himself  for  this  '' con- 
venient** use  of  the  word  "  Church ;"  and  the  text  referred  to  is  Matt,  xvi  18  *  ^<  I 
say  also  unto  thee^  thou  art  Peter,  and  upon  this  rock  I  will  build  my  Church ;  and 
the  gates  of  hell  shall  not  prevail  against  it."  <'  TTie  Church,'**  to  which  our  Lord 
makes  this  promise^  conceived  in  terms  so  solemn,  is,  we  are  told,  am^^^  <' convenient" 

8*  9.  The  ilalies  are  not  the  Bishop  of  Exbtsr^s  :  I  wish  I  could  say  as  much  of  the 
words  themselves,  for  surely  they  convey  a  most  erroneous  representation  of  the 
Bishop  of  Chbstkr^s  statement.     But  let  his  Lordship  speak  for  himself. 

<'  It  is  convenient,  no  doubt,  in  language,  to  embody  the  multitude  who  belisve  in 
Christ,  under  one  comprehensive  term ;  and  our  Lord  has  Himself  taught  us  by 
example  that  we  may  do  this  safely.  (Matt.  xvi.  18.)  But  language  may  mislead." — 
Fu20  Par.  22,  p.  261,  xtipra. 

Is  this  to  <^ exhibit  the  Church"  as  ^' mbrblv  a  ' convenient*  phrase  for  ^embodying 
the  multitude  who  believe  in  Christ  under  one  comprehensive  term?'  '*  Is  it  just  to 
attempt  to  put  such  an  interpretation  upon  his  Lordship*s  words,  when,  within  a  few 
lines  of  this  very  quotation,  the  Bishop  of  Chestbr  describes  the  Church  in  precisely 
the  same  terms  as  those  employed  by  Dr.  Phillpotts  himself? 

BISHOP  OF  BXBTBR. 

«  <  The  visible  Church*  is  not  a  mere 
muiHtude;  it  is  the  '  cahu  fidelium,* — 'a 
congregation  of  faithful  men,  in  which  the 
pure  Word  of  God  is  preached,  and  the 
Sacraments  are  duly  admimstered.* 

**That  body,  of  which  Jesus  Christ 
Himself  is  in  some  mysterious,  yet  most 
true  and  perfect  manner,  the  Head.** 
Char^,  1841,  Par*  24. 


BISHOP  OF  CHXSTBR. 

"The  company  qf  believers.  *The 
visible  Church  of  Christ  is  a  congrenttion 
of  faithful  men,  in  which  the  pure  W  ord 
of  God  is  preached,  and  the  Sacraments 
are  duly  administered,  according  to 
Chri8t*s  Ordinance.* — Art.  xix. 

«  The  Holy  Catholic  Church,  of  which 
Christ  is  the  Head,  and  with  which  He 
has  engaged  to  be  present  by  His  Spirit 
unto  the  end  of  the  world.** 

Charge,  1841,  Pars.  22, 23— Eo. 
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the  multitude  who  believe  in  Christ  under  one  comprehensive 
term,'*''  but  as  the  designation  of  that  hody^  of  which  Je%u9  Christ 

expresrion  ''to  embody  the  multitude  who  believe  in  Christ  under  one  comprehensive 
term.**  The  writer  proceeds  as  follows : — **  When  Jesus  declared  that  he  would  build 
his  Church  upon  a  rock,  and  that  the  gates  of  hell  should  not  prevail  against  it,  He 
simply  declared  that  there  should  hereafter  ever  be  a  body  of  men  believing  in  Him  at 
the  Son  of  Ood — a  body  which  Satan  might  assail,  but  should  never  succeed  in  de- 
stroying. He  did  not  toy  that  he  would  set  up  a  power  upon  earth  which  should  possess 
his  authorOy,  act  in  his  stead,  and,  as  his  vicegerent,  dispense  his  anger  or  his  favour.^* 
And  yet,  in  the  very  same  sentence,  our  Lord  says,  what  the  writer,  when  he  delivered 
this  comment,  did  not  think  himself  called  upon  to  notice,'  "  And  I  will  give  unto 
thee  the  keys  of  the  kingdom  of  Heaven :  and  whatsoever  thou  shalt  bind  on  earth 
shaU  be  bound  in  Heaven,  and  whatsoever  thou  shalt  loose  on  earth  shall  be  loosed  in 
Heaven." 

As  little  does  he  think  it  necessary  to  notice  another  passaee  of  Holy  Writ,  which  we 
have  been  accustomed  to  interpret  as  conferring  some  *'  authority  of  Christ^s — as  em- 
powering to  act,**  in  some  measure, ''  in  his  stead,  and,  as  his  vicegerent,  dispense  his 
anger  or  his  favour.**  I  refer  to  John  xx.  21 — 23:  '*  Then  said  Jesus  to  them  again. 
Peace  be  unto  you :  as  my  Father  hath  sent  me,  even  so  send  I  you.  And,  when  he  had 
said  this,  He  breathed  on  them,  and  saith  unto  them.  Receive  ye  the  Holy  Ghost. 
Whosesoever  sins  ye  remit,  they  are  remitted  unto  Uiem,  and  whosesoever  sins  ye 
retain,  they  are  retained.** 

Now,  if  these  words  do  not  confer  Christ*B  authority,  what  do  they  confer?  Or,  if  it 
be  said  that  their  scope  and  efficacy  extended  not  beyond  the  persons  of  the  Apostlesy 
what  did  our  Lord  mean  by  his  solemn  declaration,  that  He  "  would  be  with  them 
always,  even  to  the  end  of  the  world  ?** 

Again,  what  does  the  Archbishop  mean,  when  he  says,  at  the  Consecration  of  a 
Bishop,  *'  Receive  the  Holy  Ghost  lor  the  office  and  work  of  a  Bishop  in  the  Church  of 
Go^  now  committed  unto  thee  by  the  imposition  of  our  hands ;  in  the  name  of  the 
Father,  and  of  the  Son,  and  of  the  Holy  Ghost  ?**  Does  he  give  the  Holy  Ghost  by 
his  own  authority,  or  b^  Christ*s,  *'  acting  in  his  stead  ?** 

Or,  lastly,  when  a  Bishop,  at  the  Ordination  of  a  Priest,  not  only  professes  to  give 
the  Holy  Ghost,  in  the  very  same  form,  "  for  the  office  and  work  of  a  Priest  in  the 
Church  of  God  ;**  but  adds,  moreover,  "  Whosesoever  sins  ye  remit,  they  are  remitted 
unto  them,  and  whosesoever  sins  ye  retain,  they  are  retained,** — ^what  and  whose 
authority  does  he  ^ve  ?  Is  the  Priest  to  foi^ve  or  retain  sins'  of  his  own  authority, 
or  by  "  the  authority  of  Christ,  acting  in  his  stead,  and  as  his  vicegerent,  dispensing 
his  anger  or  his  favour  ?** 

It  is  not  without  great  reluctance  that  I  have  referred  to  these  unhappy  passages  ; 
but  I  have  been  compelled  to  do  so.  The  work  in  which  they  occur  has  been  produced 
to  me  by  one  of  my  own  Clergy  as  an  authority,  if  not  a  justification,  for  statements 
which  I  felt  it  necessary  to  censure  as  unsound. 

The  same  writer  says,  that "  one  of  the  first  and  most  needful  works  of  the  Reformers 
was  to  divest  the  Church  of  the  mystery  in  which  it  was  shrouded,  and  to  disclose  it  to 
the  world  in  its  true  and  Scriptural  form  as  the  company  of  believers.** 

If  the  Reformers  did  this,  they  did  what  they^  were  not  wont  to  do — they  set  them- 
selves in  direct  opposition  to  St  Paul.'    For  this  Apostle,  after  quoting  from  Gen.  ii. 


I  His  Lordship  seems  to  have  overlooked  the  following  notice,  though  it  occurs  in  all 
editions  of  the  Bishop  of  Chbstbr*8  Cham : — 

**  Some  other  texts,  as  the  promise  to  Simon  Peter,  &c,  alleged  by  the  Romish 
Church,  are  so  entirely  irrelevant,  that  only  a  Romish  disputant  can  urge  them.** — En. 

*  That  a  man  of  the  Bishop  of  Exbtxr*8  acknowledged  shrewdness  should  have 
fijlen  into  so  palpable  a  misrepresentation  as  this,  is  indeed  most  extraordinary. 
What  has  the  **  great  mystery**  of  '*  Christ  and  the  Church**  to  do  with  the  mystex^  of 
which  the  Bishop  of  Chsstsr  speaks,  and  in  which  his  Lordship  says  that  ''the 
Church  was  shrouded*'  when  she  was  "  invested  with  Divinity,  had  the  Minister  as 
her  visible  representative  ;  and  he,  explaining  the  prophetic  anticipation  (2  Thees.  iu 
4)  asBomedthe  place  of  God?** — See  the  Bishop  op  Chbstbr*s  Charge,  1841.  Par.  22, 
p.  264,  supra, — Has  Bishop  Phillpotts  forgotten  that  there  is  a  fLwrrit.iotf  r^t 
ikPo/Aias  as  well  as  the  fiwr-fipiov  r^f  •inrtfitlas  to  which  he  refers  in  Par.  15  ?.£d. 
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Himsdf  isy  in  some  mysterious,  yet  most  true  and  perfect  manner, 
the  Head.  "  The  visible  Church"^  is  not  a  mere  multitude ;  it  is  the 
*^  ecBtus  fideliunT — ''  a  congregation  of  faithful  men  in  which  the 
pure  Word  of  God  is  preached,  and  the  Sacraments  are  duly 
administered.'*^ 

26.  Such  is  the  description  of  the  Church  in  our  Nineteenth  Article; 
agreeably  to  the  description  of  it  given  in  the  Word  of  God. 
"  They  that  gladly  received  the  Word"  of  Peter,  bidding  them  to 
"  save  themselves  from  this  untoward  generation,""  the  world, 
"  were  baptized,""  "  and  they  continued  steadfastly  in  the  teaching 
of  the  Apostles ;  and  in  the  fellowship,  and  in  the  breaking  of  the 
bread,  (manifestly  the  Bread  of  the  Eucharist,^)  and  in  the  prayers"* 
— ^manifestly  the  common  prayers  of  the  body.  For  earnestly 
impressing  this  truth,  and  others  connected  with  it,  and  the  conse- 
quences resulting  from  them,  the  writers  of  whom  I  speak  appear 

21—24,  in  which  is  narrated  the  formation  of  Eve  out  of  Adam^s  side,  says,  ^'  This  is  a 
great  mystery;  but  I  speak  concerning  Christ  and  the  Church.'*^  In  other  words, 
herein  is  mystically  signified  the  forming  of  the  Church  out  of  the  side  of  Christ.  For, 
as  "  God  caused  a  deep  sleep  to  fall  upon  Adam,  and  he  took  one  of  his  ribs,"  and 
made  it  to  be  woman,  the  mother  of  us  all  naturally ;  so  out  of  the  side  of  Christ,  when, 
being  delivered  by  the  determinate  counsel  and  foreknowledge  of  God,  he  was  crucified 
and  slain,  the  Church,  the  mother  of  us  all  spiritually,  was  formed.  The  Apostle 
seems  to  have  implied  this  in  his  reference,  however  brief,  to  the  formation  of  Eve  ; 
for  he  refers  to  it  as  a  type  of  the  Church. 

And  here  we  can  hardly  fail  to  bear  in  mind  that  part  of  the  history  of  our  Lord's 
death  which  St.  John  narrates  tus  especially  worthy  of  our  admiration,  that  '*  one  of  the 

soldiers  with  a  spear  pierced  his  side,  and  forthwith  came  thereout  blood  and  water** 

the  two  Sacraments,  St.  Augustinef  tells  us,  by  one  of  which  the  Church  receives  its 
first  being,  by  the  other  its  proper  sustenance.  But,  be  this  as  it  may,  the  Apostle 
manifestly  speaks  of  the  Church  as  being  really  and  truly,  however  mystically,  the 
body  of  Chnst ;  '*for  we  are  members  of  his  body,"  we  are  *'  of  his  Jlesh  and  ^f  his 
bones :"  these  words  seem  to  have  been  added  in  order  to  exclude  the  notion  of  a  bare 
figure,  or  metaphor ;  and  he  expressly  declares,  "  This  is  a  great  mystery  ;"  which, 
therefore,  we  shall  do  well  to  contemplate,  as  such,  with  awe  and  thankfulness,  not 
seeking,  with  this  author,  **  to  divest  the  Church  of  that  mystery,  in  which"  the  Word 
of  God,  not  uninspired  man,  *^  has  shrouded  it."  "  VLwrH\piov  in  S.  S.  dicitur  quiequid 
(religiosum  scilicet)  est  obscurum  et  latet ;  nee  sine  revelatione  divina  percipi  potest. 
Matnmonium  Adami  et  Evee  mysterium  dicitur,  quia  tp^us  fuit  matrimonii  Christi  cum 
Ecclesi& ;  et  eductio  Evoe  ex  latere  Adie  dormientis  reprsesentabat  eductionem  et 
creationem  Ecclesiee  ex  latere  Christi  in  cruce  mortui." — Pol,  Syn.  in  he 

*  rf  9i9axv  '^^f  itiro<rT6\»Pf  Koi  rf  Koiywvltf,  icol  tf  KXc(<rci  rov  Aprov^  xol  rais  xpofT^ 
€vx€us.     Act.  ii.  40 — 42. 

+  De  latere  in  cruce  pendentis,  lanced  percusso,  Sacramenta  Ecclesiee  profluxerunt. 
Auff.  in  Johan.  Tract.  15,  c.  8.  Our  own  Church,  in  the  office  of  Baptism,  seems  to 
imply  the  same :  "  Almighty,  ever  living  Grod,  whose  most  dearly  beloved  Son  Jesus 
Christ,  for  the  forgiveness  cf  our  sins,  did  shed  out  of  his  most  precious  side  both  water 
and  blood,''  Sec 


^  This  inference  of  his  Lordship  is  certainly  not  confirmed  by  a  comparison  of  the 
texts  in  which  the  expression  occurs.  Thus,  in  Acts  xx.  7,  which  alludes  much  more 
^'  manifestly"  to  "  the  Bread  of  the  Eucharist,"  the  article  is  not  used — ^'Ey  Bi  rp  fiif 
rav  ffofifidruy,  awriyfidyotv  r&v  fut^rtrHy  rod  KKdo'cu  lifnov — while  in  Luke  xxiv.  25, 
where  tiie  bread  spoken  of  is  evidentiy  not  the  Bread  of  the  Eucharist,  the  articles  axe 
both  employed :  koX  &s  iyy^Bri  abroTs  iv  rp  icXdfrci  rov  i/yrov.  See  also  the  verses 
following  the  text  quoted  by  his  Lordship : — trpwncafntpowrts  6fio0vfuiShv  iv  ry  lip^, 
K\&vr€S  T€  Kar*  otKoy  iproy,  fivraXd/nfiayov  rpo^s'    k.  t.  A. — Ed. 
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to  me  to  merit  the  grateful  acknowledgment  of  true  Churchmen,  in 
proportion  to  the  contumely  which  has  been,  in  some  quarters,  most 
unsparingly  showered  upon  them, 

Musquave,  Bishop  of  Hebbfobd. — 1842. 

33.  In  the  exercise  of  your  Mioistry  you  may  be  often  thwarted 
by  the  rudeoess,  or  disturbed  by  the  animosity,  of  conflicting  sects, 
and  lamenting  over  this  strange  diversity  of  Faith  and  practice, 
may  long  for  some  sufficient  control,  some  efiectual  check,  over  the 
liberty  of  ever  varying  private  judgment.  But  to  run  from  one 
extreme  to  another  is  not  wise.  Ikcause  the  exercise  of  private 
judgment  may  have  been  the  fruitful  parent  of  discord  and  error, 
to  adopt,  in  its  stead,  the  Judgment  of,  what  some  vauntingl^,  but 
without  sufficient  foundation,  call  the  "  Ohurch  Catholic^^  m  all 
things ;  to  yield,  from  the  first,  an  absolute  unconditional  submis- 
sion to  the  teaching  of  any  Church,  in  other  words,  to  prostrate  the 
understanding  and  conscience  to  mau^s  authority,  would  be' to  incur 
the  risk  of  far  greater  evils.  Yet  such  are  the  very  terms  of  admis- 
sion into  the  communion  and  privileges  of  one  favourite  section  of 
the  Christian  Church. 

34.  That  we  are  bound  to  pay  respectful  attention  to  the 
Church'*s  voice,  no  wise,  no  good  man  will  dispute.  But,  without 
lowering  or  compromisiDg  her  authority  in  matters  of  Faith,  as 
defined  in  the  Twentieth  Article,  surely  it  is  no  less  our  duty  to 
^^  search  the  Scriptures  daily,  whether  these  things  are  so,^  and  then 
in  this,  as  in  other  cases,  to  ^^  judge  righteous  judgment.*"^  This  is 
what  our  Church  expects  and  requires  of  all  her  sons.  She  pro- 
claims herself  to  the  world,  only  as  *'  a  keeper  and  a  witness  of 
Holy  Writ.*"  Strong  in  the  conviction  of  her  entire  conformity 
with  the  written  Word,  she  opens  its  sacred  pages  widely,  and 
challenges  the  strictest  examination  of  her  Doctrines,  inviting  us  in 
efiect,  according  to  a  rule  really  primitive,  to  *'  prove  all  things, 
and  to  hold  fast  that  which  is  good." 

35.  Such  was  the  conduct  of  those  great  men  to  whom,  under 
God,  we  owe  our  pure  Faith  and  worship,  and  we  cannot  surrender 
any  part  of  the  pious  legacy  they  bequeathed,  without  culpable 
ingratitude  and  dangerous  sin.  This  feeling  of  duty  is  no  bar  to 
our  receiving  with  respect,  as  they  also  did,  the  testimony  borne 
by  the  collective  wisdom  of  the  Church  in  past  ages — as  embodied 
in  Creeds  and  in  the  Canons  of  some  early  Councils,  in  so  far  as 
these  had  the  warrant  of  Holy  Scripture. 

36.  We  also  willindy  concede  to  every  Church,  as  we  claim  for 
our  own,  the  right  of  defining  by  Articles  of  Faith  what  shall  be 


♦  Upon  "  The  Duiy  of  Private  Judffment,'"'  I  beg  to  refer  the  reader  to  the  valoable 
Sermon  preached  before  the  University  of  Oxford,  by  Dr.  Hawkins,  Provost  of  Oriel 
College,  Not.  11, 1838 Ed. 

T 
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held,  if  it  ma^  so  be,  by  the  members  of  her  Communion  ^^  for  the 
avoiding  of  diversities  of  opinions,  and  for  the  establishing  consent 
touching  tnie  religion.^  But  all  this  must  be  done  in  sabordinatioH 
to  Scripture,  and  apart  from  the  verities  therein  taught,  we  acknow- 
ledge no  actual  and  binding  authority. 

87.  Yet  I  cannot  understand  how  intelligent  and  reflecting 
minds  can  think  lightly  of  the  manifold  divisions  and  dissensions  of 
the  Christian  world  ;  just  as  if  Christ  and  his  Apostles  had  never 
enjoined,  sanctioned,  or  said  a  single  word  about,  the  spirit  of  unity 
— ^that  ^'one  heart  and  one  mind,^^  so  characteristic  of  the  first 
condition  of  the  Christian  Church,  as  represented  on  unerring  testi- 
mony.  In  exercising  their  judgment,  men  should  remember  that 
they  are  answerable  for  its  exercise,  and  that  all  are  mightily 
concerned  to  ^'examine  themselves  whether  they  be  in  the  Faith^ — 
in  that  Faith  which  is  drawn  from,  and  is  accordant  with,  the  lively 
oracles  of  God. 

Vide  also  Pars.  60-j65,  in  Cliap.  X. 

69.  But  in  rectifying  mistakes,  and  shewing  what  the  Church  is, 
and  what  she  can  do  for  her  Members  towards  promoting  their 
holiness  and  spirituality  of  life,  let  us  not  claim  in  her  behalf  more 
than  she  is  entitled  to,  nor  attempt  to  make  her  what  she  is  not, 
and  cannot  be. 

70.  The  quick  and  extensive  propagation,  in  some  quarters,  of 
opinions  tending  to  exalt  the  claims  of  the  Church,  and  therewithal 
of  the  Clergy,  can  be  no  proof  of  their  soundness,  as  error  is  often- 
times more  rapid  in  its  march  than  truth.^ 

71.  But  beware  of  setting  the  Church  and  her  Ministers  in  the 
place  of  Christ,  the  Head  of  the  Church,  and  of  substituting  the 
means  of  grace  for  the  spirit  of  grace. 

72.  If  we  may  judge  from  recent  appearances,  and  from  the 
increased  numbers  and  more  reverent  demeanour  of  the  young  who 
have  been  brought  before  me  to  receive  the  rite  of  Confirmation, 
evidencing  the  pains  many  of  you  have  taken  in  their  preparation, 
I  feel  persuaded  that  a  better  acquaintance  with  the  hi^h  and  holy 
principles  on  which  the  Church  is  founded,  has  gained,  or  would 
gain  for  her,  a  more  zealous  and  cordial  support,  and  create  a  more 
general  desire  for  that  extension  of  her  benefits,  and  participation 
in  her  privileges,  of  which  she  is  unquestionably  capable. 

CoPLESTON,  Bishop  op  Llanuaff. — 1842. 

I  Vide  Pars.  4—7,  in  Chap.  XI.« 

Blomfield,  Bishop  of  London. — 1842. 
rtde  Para.  a--9,  in  Chap.  X.' 


*  Vide  page  123,  supra,  notes  3  and  4. — Edw 
6 -^  See  Note  6,  page  267.— Ed. 
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Mountain,  Bishop  of  Montbral. — 1842. 

Vul0  Pan.  12, 13,  in  Chap.  X.> 

O^BIBN>    BiBHOP   OF   OSSOBT,    FbRNS,    AND    LeIGHUN. 1842. 

Vide  Par.  97,  page  43,  tupra. 

Bagot,  Bishop  of  Oxford. — 1842. 

[  .  .  .  .  Let  the  teachiDpf  of  the  Church,  and  her  holy  practices 
a»  a  Ohuich,  be  systematically  brought  forward ;  taking  care,  of 
course,  all  the  while,  that  an  exaggerated  and  nndue  importance  is 
not  given  to  extemak^that,  to  use  the  language  of  a  popular 
ciy,^  ^*the  Chureh  be  not  set  in  the  place  of  the  Saviour.'*^] 
Fid^  Pac  47,  in  Chap.  XXIII. 

Pbabson,  Dean  of  Sausbuby. — 1842. 

[We  find  them  (the  Disciples  of  the  traditional  school  of 
Divinity)  exalting  very  highly  the  privileges  of  the  Church,  and 
the  power  of  her  Ministers ;  but  sometimes  forgetting,  that  the  one 
are  dependent  on  the  character  and  dispositions  of  her  Members, 
and  that  the  other  are,  after  the  example  of  the  Apostle,  to 
preach  ^*  not  themselves,  but  Christ  Jesus  the  Lord,  and  themselves 
their  servants  for  Jesus^  sake.*"] 

Vide  Par.  48,  in  Chap.  XXY. 

Pbptb,  Bishop  of  Wobcesteb. — 1842. 
Vide  Pan.  8^14,  in  Chap.  XXII. 


B  See  Note  6,  p.  267 — Ed. 

9  Some  of  his  LordBhiplB  Episcopal  Brethren  regard  the  wamins  in  a  more  seriona 
light.  See  Chiffges  of  the  Biahope  of  Cbbstbr,  1842,  Par.  21,  and  Hbrbford,  1842, 
Par.  71.— Ell. 
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CHAPTER  X. 

APOETTOLICAL  SUCGBBSION. ^BPI0OOPAOT. ^MINISTKRIAL   AUTHOBITT.' 

LAT-BAPTIBM. 


Phillpotts,  Bishop  op  Exeter.^1839. 

3.  First,  then,  for  the  great  question  of  the  very  foundation  and 
origin  of  your  ministerisd  charge : — ^Do  you  derive  it  in  regular 
succession  from  those  who  were  invested  with  it,  and  with  the 
power  of  transmitting  it,  by  the  great  Head  of  the  Church !  or  is 
it  merely  an  ordinance  of  policy  and  convenience,  which  the  Church 
created^  and  may  at  pleasure  relinquish  and  renew,  according  to 
the  varying  exigences  of  times  and  seasons !  Is  it,  in  short,  the 
institution  of  God,  or  of  man  ? 

4.  I  will  not  argue  the  question,  though  the  decision  by  argu- 
ment would  not  seem  to  me  difficult ;  but  I  will  rather  remind  you 
of  the  solemn  declaration  which  you  have  made,  and  the  pledges 
which  you  have  given,  on  this  great  point.  1  address  you,  in  short, 
as  Ministers  of  Christ^s  Church  in  England.  As  such,  you  have 
all  solemnly  declared  your  adherence  to  the  Articles  of  the  Church  ; 
and  not  to  them  only,  but  also  to  its  Liturgy  and  its  Ordinal. 
Now  I  cannot  conceive  how  any  ingenuous  and  conscientious  mind 
can  either  enter  into  such  an  engagement,  or  can  continue  to  hold 
stations,  for  which  that  engagement  is  an  indispensable  qualification^ 
unless  he  believe  in  the  Divine  authority  of  the  commission  which 
he  holds ;  and,  by  consequence^  the  unbroken  transmission  of  it 
from,  and  by,  those  who  first  received  it. 

6.  The  Twenty^sixth  Article  expressly  affirms  this  as  the  reason 
why  the  effect  of  the 

"  Ministration  of  the  Word  and  Sacrament*  depends  not  on  the  worthiness  of 
the  Ministers ;  "forasmuch  as  they  do  not  the  same  in  their  own  name,  but  in 
Christ's,  and  do  minister  by  his  commission  and  authority.'^ 

And  how  is  this  authority  given?  Bead  the  answer  to  this 
question  in  the  Preface  to  the  form  and.  manner  ^^  of  making, 
ordaining,  and  consecrating  of  Bishops,  Priests,  and  Deacons, 
according  to  the  Order  of  the  Church  of  England.'^  To  the  truth 
of  this,  and  of  all  things  else  contained  in  that  Book,  a&d  of  their 
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full  agreement  with  the  Word  of  God,  you  haye  all  repeatedly 
subscribed.     Bead  there,  that 

*'  It  is  evident  to  all  men,  diligently  reading  Holy  Scripture  and  ancient 
authors,  that,  from  the  Apostles'  time,  there  have  been  these  Orders  of  Ministers 
in  Christ's  Church, — Bishops,  Priests,  and  Deacons,'' — "  that  no  man  might  pre- 
sume to  execute  anv  of  them,  except,  having  been  first  called,  tried,  and 
examined,  he  were  also,  by  public  prayer,  with  imposition  of  hands,  approved 
and  admitted  thereunto  by  lawful  authority.** 

6.  Of  Imposition  o/Handi^  here  declared  to  be  necessary  to  yalid 
ordination,  it  is  not  easy  to  conceive  why  the  Church  should  thus 
declare  it  to  be  necessary^  unless  because  it  holds,  in  common  with 
all  acknowledged  branches  of  the  Catholic  Church  to  the  time  of 
the  Kefonnation,  that  the  same  form  of  ordination — in  other  words, 
of  giving  the  Holy  Ghost  for  the  offices  of  the  Christian  Ministry — 
which  was  observed  by  the  Apostles  themselves,  was  also,  under 
the  direction  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  transmitted  by  them  for  the 
perpetual  observance  of  the  Church,  in  admitting  to  the  same  Holy 
Orders,  which  they  themselves  conferred. 

7.  And  as  to  the  "  lawful  authority^  spoken  of  in  the  same 
sentence,  it  is  manifestly  implied  in  what  follows,  that  it  resides 
in  Bishops,  and  in  none  but  JBishops.  For  the  Church  there  speaks 
of  all  as  lawful  Bishops,  Priests,  or  Deacons,  who  are  consecrated 
or  ordained  according  to  its  own  form,  or  "  who  have  had  formerly 
Episcy>al  ordination  or  consecration  ;^  and  none  other. 

8.  Is  it  still  doubtful,  whether  it  be,  according  to  the  teaching 
of  our  Church,  by  Divine  institution,  that  Bishops  hold  this  power 
of  conferring  the  commission  on  others  ?  Refer  to  the  Office  of 
Consecration  of  Bishops — ^read  there  the  Charge  to  the  Congrega- 
tion— ''  first  to  fall  to  prayer'^  before  the  Archbishop  ^^  admits  and 
sends  forth  the  person  presented  unto  him,  to  the  work  whereunto 
be  trusts  the  Holy  Ghost  hath  called  him.""  Mark,  that  they  are 
required  to  do  this,  "  following  the  example  of  our  Saviour  Christ^ — 
the  example  which  was  set  by  him  ^'  before  He  did  choose  and 
send  forth  his  twelve  Apostles."  Attend,  next,  to  the  prayer  of 
the  Archbishop  to  ^'  Almighty  God,  the  Giver  of  all  good  things, 
who  by  his  Holy  Spirit  hath  appointed  divers  Orders  of  Ministers 
in  his  Church,''  that  He  will  "  mercifully  behold  this  his  servant 
now  called  to  the  work  and  ministry  of  a  Bishop.'' 

9.  Can  the  most  captious  ingenuity  still  suggest  escape  from  the 
conclusion,  that  the  Doctrine  of  our  Church  impUes  a  full  acknow- 
ledgment of  the  Divine  authority  of  such  a  commission  i 

10.  Bead  the  form  of  words  solemnly  pronounced  by  the  Arch- 
bishop, when  he  and  the  Assistant  Bishops  lay  their  hands  upon 
the  head  of  the  elected  Bishop. 

"  Receive  the  Holy  Ghost,  for  the  office  and  work  of  a  Bishop  in  the  Church 
of  God,  now  committed  unto  thee  by  the  imposition  of  our  hands ;  in  the  name 
of  the  Father,  and  of  the  Son,  and  of  the  Holy  Ghost.  Amen.  And  remember 
that  thoa  stir  up  the  grace  of  God,  which  is  given  thee  by  the  imposition  of  our 
hands:' 
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The  very  words  (as  I  scarcely  need  remind  you)  in  which  Paul 
speaks  of  his  own  consecration  of  Timothy.* 

11.  After  this,  turn  to  the  Gospels  appropriated  to  the  service, 
and  first  to  that  from  the  20th  Chapter  of  St.  John  : — 

'*  Then  said  Jesus  to  them  agam,  Peace  be  unto  tou.  Am  my  Father  hath 
sent  mCf  even  so  send  I  you.  And  when  he  had  said  this,  he  breathed  on  them, 
and  said  unto  them,  Receive  ye  the  Holj  Ghost.  Whosesoever  sins  ye  remit, 
they  are  remitted  unto  them,  and  whosesoever  sins  ye  retain,  they  are  re- 
tained.** 

Or  read  the  other  lesson  from  St.  Matthew^s  Gospel,  in  which 
onr  Lord  commissions  and  empowers  his  Apostles,  not  only  to  admit 
subjects  into  his  kingdom,  Members  into  nis  Church,  but  also  to 
teach  and  govern  the  Church,  promising  his  perpetual  presence 
with  them.  '*  Lo  !  I  am  with  you  always,  even  to  the  end  of  the 
world.'"  Is  it  conceivable,  that  the  Church,  in  selecting  this  passage 
of  Scripture  to  be  read  on  this  occasion,  did  not  mean  by  it  to 
a^ify,  that  the  promise  was  to  be  fulfilled  by  Christ^s  presence 
with  them,  the  successors  of  the  Apostles,  to  the  end  of  the 
world  ? 

12.  In  like  manner,  look  to  the  Ordering  of  Priests.  Bead 
there,  that  those  who  receive  the  Order  of  Priesthood,  "  receive** 
also  'Hhe  Holy  Ghost  for  the  o£Sce  and  work  of  a  Priest,  com- 
mitted unto  them  by  the  imposition  of  the  Bishop^s  hands.*" 

13.  Lastly,  direct  your  attention  to  the  other  Order  of  the 
Christian  Ministry.  You  will  see  **  authority  to  execute  the  office 
of  a  Deacon  committed  to**  him  who  receives  it,  ''  by  the  Bishop, 
in  the  name  of  the  Father,  and  of  the  Son,  and  of  the  Holy 
Ghost.** 

^  14.  Now,  I  argue  not,  (for  the  present,  I  repeat,  is  not  an  occa- 
sion for  arguing,)  whether  these  several  formularies  be,  or  be  not, 
sound,  legitimate,  Scriptural ;  but  I  ask,  whether  they  who  have, 
again  and  again,  subscribed  to  this  Book,  as  ^'  lawful,**  as  '^  con- 
taining nothing  contrary  to  the  Word  of-  God  ;**  who  have  also  sub- 
scribed to  the  Thirty-sixth  Article,  which  says  of  this  same  Book,  not 
onl V  that  ^'  it  doth  contain  all  things  necessary  to  such  Consecration 
and  Ordering,**  but  that  ''  neither  hath  it  any  thin^  that,  of  itself, 
is  superstitious  and  ungodly**  (as  much  of  it  must  be  considered  to 
be,  if  the  commission  of  the  Ordered  Ministers  be  not,  indeed, 
from^  God)  \ — -who  have  even  voluntarily  received  their  own  Com- 
mission in  the  very  form  therein  prescribed; — can  they,  I  ask, 
without  the  most  shameful  disingenuousness,  deny,  that  it  is  the 
Doctrine  of  our  Church,  at  least — be  that  Doctrine  true  or  untrue 
—•that  its  Ministers  receive  their  Commission  from  those  who  have 
themselves  received  authority  to  confer  it  in  succession  from  the 
Apostles,  and,  through  them,  from  our  Lord  himself? 

15.    If  any  think  that  this  Doctrine  is  erroneous; — ^if,  after 

•  2  Tim.  t.  6. 
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ufiuig  all  the  means  of  information  which  Ood  has  placed  within 
his  power — ^above  all,  humble  prayer  to  God  for  his  Spirit  to 
guide  and  guard  him  in  the  investigation  ; — ^if,  after  this,  he  have 
convinced  himself,  or  have  been  convinced  by  others,  since  he  sub- 
acnbed  to  the  Doetrine, — that  it  is  contrary  to  Ood's  Word,  that 
the  ministerial  commission  is  of  haman  origin,  and  confers  no  higher 
than  human  authority ; — ^in  the  name  of  God,  let  him  no  longer 
continue  to  exercise  it.  We  would  mourn  for  his  loss ;  we  would 
honour  his  sincerity ;  we  would  wish  him  all  joy  and  peace  in 
acting  as  his  conscience  dictates.  But  if,  continuing  to  call  him- 
self a  Minister  of  God  in  the  English  branch  of  the  Catholic 
Church, — continuing  to  hold  any  station  of  trust  and  emolument  in 
it, — he  yet  presumes  to  decry  the  Divine  authority  of  its  Ministry, 
and  to  slander  and  vilify  those  who  uphold  it,  no  words  of  man 
can  exaggerate  his  baseness.* 

Bbouohton,  Bishop  op  Australia. — 1841. 

[I  should  wish  to  promote  such  an  understanding  of  the  princi- 
ples involved  in  our  Ecclesiastical  polity,  and  to  give  such  an  expla- 
nation of  the  terms  upon  which  our  claim  to  the  ministerial 
character  rests,  as  may  introduce  unity  into  all  our  operations,  and 
render  us  more  steadfast  in  the  discharge  of  our  several  duties,  in 
proportion  as  we  are  more  fully  convinced  of  the  validity  of  the 
commi^on  under  which  we  are  appointed  to  this  Charge.  At  the 
same  time,  I  would  most  sedulously  warn  you  against  admitting 
any  such  exaggerated  estimate  of  the  effect  of  that  commission  as 
might  lead  us  to  attribute  to  ourselves  a  larger  share  in  imparting 
efficacy  to  the  ordinances  which  we  administer,  than  the  Scriptures 
recognise  or  justify  our  assuming.^] 

1.  But,  while  I  thus  speak  of  the  importance^  for  the  sake  of  the 
public  good,  of  some  regular  provision  being  made  for  the  support 
of  the  Clergy,  I  hope  it  will  not  be  considered  that  the  estimation 
and  respect  due  to  that  body  are  dependent  on  their  obtaining  such 
provision.  The  duty  of  furnishing  them  with  becoming  means  of 
subsistence  is  recognised  in  Scripture ;  and  the  utility  of  a  mode- 
rate independence,  in  protecting  them  against  those  trials  of  their 
probity,  to  which  men,  unprovided  with  any  substantive  resources, 

*  A  printed  letter,  addreceed  to  me,  with  the  name  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Head,  Rector  of 
Fenitoii,  as  its  author,  aesomed  that  this  passage  was  designed  to  apply  specially  to 
him.  It  can  hardly  he  neoesBary  for  me  to  tell  my  Clergy,  that  I  should  not  make  a 
VisitBtion  Charse  the  yehiele  of  particular  remark  on  any  one  of  them.  In  respect  to 
Mr.  Head,  I  had  never  seen  any  publication  of  his  on  the  subject ;  nor,  until  thus 
reminded  of  it,  did  I  recollect  that  I  had  heard  he  had  written  on  it,  and  had  been  ably 
answered.    Of  aU  particulars  I  was  utterly  unaware. 


'  A  passage  at  the  commencement  of  the  Charge,  detached  from  the  questions 
h«aring  i^wn  the  Tractarian  oontrorersy.^En. 
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must  be  continually  exposed,  is  too  dear  to  need  support  from 
argument. 

2.  But  the  estimation  in  which  the  Clergy  are  held  by  truly 
sensible  and  religious  persons,  will  depend  chiefly  on  their  own 
conduct,  whatever  their  worldly  circumstances  may  be.  The 
highest,  and,  at  the  same  time,  the  most  becoming  principle,  upon 
which  we  can  aim  at  sustaining  our  office  and  ourselyes  in  suitable 
respect,  will  be  to  have  always  printed  in  our  remembrance  what 
the  character  of  that  office  is ;  and  to  let  it  serve  as  an  admonition 
to  us,  that  we  aim  at  walking  worthy  of  the  vocation  wherewith 
we  are  called,  and  of  the  mission  whereupon  we  are  sent.  We  are 
ordained  for  men  in  things  pertaining  to  Grod ;  and  men  themselves 
cannot  easily  despise  those  whom  they  behold  sustaining  with  £Eiith- 
ful  consistency  the  character  impressed  upon  them  by  a  regularly 
continued  succession  from  the  Apostles. 

3.  I  would  not  myself  consent  to  sit  in  the  seat  of  authority  in 
the  Church,  without  the  most  assured  conviction  that  it  had  been 
conveyed  to  me  by  lawful  descent  from  those  who  had  public 
authority  given  unto  them  in  the  congregation ;  and  I  do  trust  that 
there  is  no  Member  of  the  body  of  the  Clergy  who  does  not  think 
in  his  heart  that  he  possesses,  by  a  similarly  valid  title,  the  right 
and  privilege  of  ministering  in  sacred  things. 

4.  Without  hesitation,  it  may  be  acknowledged,  that  it  is  by  no 
means  dignified,  it  is  by  no  means  advantageous,  that  we  should  be 
prone  to  obtrude,  whether  in  season  or  out  of  season,  the  assertion 
of  our  spiritual  claims.  Much  more  becoming,  we  may  be  assured 
it  is,  to  imitate  the  practice  of  the  Apostles,  who  were  sparing  in 
their  references  to  this  topic ;  introducing  it  only  so  far  as  was 
necessary  to  shew,  that  they  maintained  their  own  title  to  a  mission 
derived  to  them  from  their  Divine  Master^s  appointment,  and  to  be 
transmitted  by  them  to  others  in  succession.  No  one  possessed  of 
proper  feeling  will  call  in  question,  that  ^'  when  we  are  sure  our- 
selves, and  find  others  in  no  doubt,  of  our  having  had  committed  to 
us  the  word  of  reconciliation,  we  may  then  cease  from  enlarging 
upon  the  certainty  and  dignity  of  the  power  given  us  by  Christ.""* 
But  if  we  look  back  only  to  times  which  fall  within  our  own 
remembrance,  we  shall  find  evidence  enough  to  convince  us,  that 
the  prevailing  disposition  has  been  to  doubt,  whether  any  ministerial 
charge  has  been  peculiarly  committed  to  us,  if  not  altogether  to 
deny  it.  Our  title  to  any  transmissive  spiritual  authority  conferred 
by  Ordination,  has  been  disputed,  not  by  those  alone  who  stood 
aloof  from  our  communion,  disavowing  any  participation  in  its 
principles;  and  whose  opposition  was,  therefore,  natural.  With 
them,  not  a  few  who  continued  to  profess  those  principles,  have,  so 
lar,  made  common  cause,  as  to  declare,  by  their  proceeding,  if  not 
in  express  terms,  that  they  attributed  no  superior  validity  or 

*  Disoaunei  on  Traditum  and  EpUeopao^y  by  the  Rot.  C.  Benson,  p.  43. 
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importance  to  that  form  of  Ordination  which  their  own  Church 
professes  to  derive  from  the  practice  of  the  Apostles.* 

For  Para,  0—9,  see  Cbvp.  VI. 

10.  The  effect  of  this  denial  of  validity  to  all  ordinances,  and  to 
sacramental  ordinances  in  particular,  not  being  administered  by 
lawful  Ministers,  that  is,  in  our  sense,  by  Clergymen  Episcopally 
Ordained,  has  shewn  itself  in  a  refusal  to  inter  in  consecrated 
ground,  according  to  the  Order  of  the  Church,  such  as  have 
received  the  rite  of  Baptism  from  Lay  hands,  or  those  which  are  so 
reputed.  This  occurrence  I  have  noticed  with  regret,  both  as  it 
seems  likely  to  do  mischief  by  itself  and  in  its  consequences,  by 
throwing  difficulties  in  the  way  of  the  admission  of  a  sound  prin- 
ciple, the  working  of  which,  it  might  be  hoped,  would  gradually 
have  composed  the  disturbed  unity  of  the  Church.  In  order,  as 
far  as  possible,  to  ofuard  a^nst  the  introduction  of  any  such  evil 
among  ourselves,  I  think  it  right  to  refer  to  the  subject,  and  to 
state  my  own  belief  that  the  refusal  of  interment,  upon  such 
grounds,  is  not  accordant  with  a  correct  view  of  the  nature  of  the 
ministerial  office,  or  with  the  analogy  of  Scripture,  and  that  it 
derives  no  sanction  from  the  practice  of  the  earlier  Church,  or  frt)m 
the  ordinances  of  the  Church  of  England.* 

*  The  Scripture,  as  all  admit,  contains  no  express  auihority  for  any  to 
baptize,  except  such  as  were  regularly  constituted  to  the  office  of  the  Ministry. 
There  was  no  difference  of  opinion,  upon  this  point,  in  the  early  Church  ;  there 
is  none,  at  present,  among  ourselves.  But  the  question  then  remained,  as  it 
does  stiU,  what  is  to  be  determined  or  done  when  unauthori2ed  persons  inter* 
meddle  with  the  duties  of  the  Clergy ;  adhering,  in  the  case  of  Baptism,  to  the 
appointed  form,  and  being  defective  only  in  a  regular  call  to  the  sacred  office  ? 
After  all  the  discussion  which  this  ouestion  has  undergone,  certain  facts  remain 
incontestable ;  proving  that  the  Cnurch  did,  by  its  general  Toice,  admit  the 
validity  of  Baptisms  administered  by  persons  who  had  either  forfeited  the 
sacerdotal  character,  or  had  never  possessed  it 

There  were,  as  has  been  said,  always  some  who  would  willingly  have  intro- 
duced a  different  determination  and  practice.  In  the  African  branch  of  the 
Church,  this  appears  to  have  been  one  of  the  earliest  su>|jects  of  controversy  ; 
for  Cyprian  (A.  D.  250)  says  exi)re8s]y,  that  it  was  not  then  a  new  persuasion 
in  his  Church,  that  those  who  came  over  from  heres;^  were  to  be  baptized  ;  any 
former  reputed  Baptism  which  they  might  have  received  being  regarded  as  null 
and  void.  That  rule  he  represents  to  have  been  established  ever  since  the  time 
of  Agrippinus,  by  a  numerous  Synod  of  Bishops.  Basnage  very  reasonably 
infers,  iTom  the  expression  which'  he  employs,  (mulHjam  atmi  sunt  et  knffa 
atas — Epist.  73,)  that  the  age  of  Agrippinus  cannot  be  placed  later  than 
the  close  of  the  second  century  ;  sixty  or  seventy  years  before  the  Episcopate 
of  Cyprian. 

From  this  latter  era  the  controveisy  assumed  more  impwtance ;  and  the 
merits  of  the  question  itself,  as  well  as  the  sentiments  of  the  ancients  on  either 
side,  have  been  not  sparingly  discussed  by  the  learned  of  later  ages.  Two 
conclusions  appear  to  be  established  by  their  inquiries  and  labours. 

First,  that,  in  cases  of  necessity.  Baptism  might  be  ministered  within  the 

*  Preface  to  the  F<trm  qf  Ordatning  Bishops^  Priests,  and  Deacons, 
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11.  The  character  which  we  derire  horn  oar  Ordination  is,  we 
shall  none  of  ns  hesitate  to  own,  authoritative  as  well  as  minis- 

Chorch  by  Laymen  holding  the  Catholic  Faith  ;  and  that  Lay-Baptism^  in  such 
cases,  was  suflScient,  and  not  to  be  repeated. 

Seccndfyj  that,  if  Baptism  were  administered  by  persons  in  a  state  of  heresy, 
who  had  either  been  duly  ordained  in  the  Church,  or,  if  not  so  ordained, 
yet  assumed  to  be  in  Holy  Orders,  such  Baptism  might  be  accepted  as  yalid, 
provided  that  the  form  of  administering,  ordained  by  Christ,  had  been  ad- 
nered  to. 

1.  As  to  Lay-Baptism,  in  cases  of  necessity,  Tertullian  (A.  D.  200)  says, 
'*  It  remuns  to  wind  up  this  brief  treatise  with  a  rehearsal  of  the  rales  of 
conferring  and  receiving  Baptism.  The  Chief  Priest — that  is,  the  Bishop — 
holds  authority  to  baptize  ;  and  derivatively  the  Priests  and  Deacons  ;  but  not 
without  the  sanction  of  the  Bbhop,  on  account  of  the  subordination  of  the 
Church;  which,  being  maintained,  peace  is  secure.*  But  for  this.  Laymen 
would  have  a  right  Tto  baptize)  t  for  what  is  received  in  common  might  be  given 
vrithout  distinction,  out  that  Bishops,  Priests,  or  Deacons  are  already  call^  (to 
this  offioe\  They — that  is,  the  Lait^— will  replv,  as  the  Word  of  God  ought 
not  to  be  nid  by  any,  so  Baptism,  which  b  equally  the  ordinance  of  God,  may 
be  administerea  by  all.f  But  how  much  more  becoming,  on  the  part  of  the 
Laity,  is  a  strict  observance  of  deference  and  modesty,  seeing  that,  even  upon 
those  who  are  over  them,  it  is  incumbent  not  to  assume  the  fiinctions  of 
Episcopacy  which  are  appropriated  to  the  Bishop  L  iUvahry  is  the  parent  of 
schisms.  All  things  are  laidul  to  me  said  the  very  holy  Apostle,  yet  all  things 
are  not  expedient.  Let  it  suffice,  accordingly,  that  the  Laity  czerdse  their 
right,  in  cases  of  necessity,  as  the  circumstances  of  place,  time,  or  person  may 
require.  For  wnen  the  state  of  one  in  imminent  danger  presses,  then  another  s 
decision  and  firmness,  in  coming  to  his  aid,  is  commendable ;  for,  in  truth,  that 
other  would  be  RuUty  of  the  destruction  of  a  fellow-creature,  if  he  should  omit 
to  afford  that  which  he  is  at  liberty  to  apply."  (Z>«  Baptismo^  c  zvii.)  Mr. 
Dodwell  and  Dr.  Waterland  have  spoken  of  this  as  no  more  than  Tertullian's 
own  private  ofMuion  ;  and  the  latter  says,  that  the  reason  upon  wluch  he  founds 
it  is  a  weak  one.  {First  Letter  on  Lap'Baptism.  Works,  vol.  z.,  p.  6,  ed. 
Oxford.)  But,  however  this  may  be,.  Jerome  and  Augustin  concur,  both  in  ihe 
opinion  and  in  the  reason.  "  Authority  to  baptize,"  the  former  says,  **  b  often 
granted  to  Laymen  (prwtided  that  a  necessity  exists  J:  for,  as  every  one  receives, 
so  every  one  may  give.**  {Dial,  adv.  Luci/erian,  0pp..  vol.  ii.,  p.  96.) 
Augustin  says,  ^  If  any  man  be  constrained  by  necessity  to  administer  Baptism 
to  one  at  the  point  of  death,  which,  from  having  himself  received,  he  has  learned 
the  obligation  of  conferring  upon  others,  I  am  not  sure  whether  any  can,  with  a 
safe  conscience,  innst  upon  its  repetition.    For  should  it  be  done  without  the 

*  Interpreters  have  not  very  clearly  expressed  the  sense  of  the  original  by  rendering 
^honorem  E^lefdsBy^*  Ihe  honour  qf  Ihe  Church,  Mr.  KelsaU  paraphrases  the  words 
thus :  *^  for  order's  sake  and  decency  in  the  Church  of  God,  whioh  is  necessary  for  the- 
preservaiion  of  peace  ;**  which  seems  to  convey  the  accurate  meaning.  There  is  % 
corresponding  paasaso  in  the  Treatise  De  prasoript,  adv.  hmreHeos,^  where  Ter- 
tnlliaUy  describmg  vie  order  which  prevails  in  the  Churchy  says,  *' ibi^-raromotio 
emerita,  et  subjectio  religiosa,  et  apparitio  devota,  et  proceesio  modestay  et  JE^cdesia 
nnita.'* 

t  The  original  here  is  not  intelligible.  Dr.  Waterland  ^'throws  in  two  or  three 
words  in  the  translation  to  clear  the  sense  ;**  but  it  may  perhaps  be  more  simply  done, 
by  r^idhiff  **  Dicent,  Ut  Domini  eermo,^*  &c,  instead  of  **  dicentes  ut,**  &c. ;  the  con- 
strnction  being  similar  to  that  in  Lucretius — 

«« Ut  simt  diminilefl  eztriiueoiu,  et  generatim 
Bxtinui  OMmbroruiu  cutnuncannira  ooeroet } 
Pminde  et  Mmlaibiu  dufcuit." 
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terial ;  that  is  to  say,  tbe  imposition  of  hands  confers  upon  us  a 
right  and  authority  to  minister  and  to  preach,  which  it  is  my  firm 

pica  of  necewitj,  it  amounts  to  the  usurpation  of  another's  office  ;  but  if  there 
be  a  pressing  necessitj,  it  is  either  no  offence,  or  a  veoltA  one.  But  eren 
though  it  be  usurped  without  necessity,  and  Baptism  be  given  by  any  man 
whatever,  to  whomsoever  it  may  ^a  quolibet  cuiHbetJ^  still  that  which  has  been 
given  cannot  be  described  as  not  given,  but  may  be  rightly  spoken  of  as  given 
contrary  to  rule.*  (Contra  Epist  Parmemani^  cap.  xih.,  §  29.^  Auffustin 
may  be  thought  by  some  to  have  gone  very  far  in  admitting,  that  the  intrusion  of 
Laymen  to  solemnize  Baptism,  in  cases  of  ureent  necessity,  amounted  to  a 
venial  sin,  or  to  none  at  all.  But  he  proceeds  much  beyond  thb,  when  he 
says  that  Baptism,  administered  by  whomsoever  to  whomsoever,  though  irregular, 
was  not  v<na.  It  would,  therefore,  be  valid,  if  given  by  a  Layman  to  a  person 
not  in  danger  of  dying.  He  puts  the  validity  of  Baptism  upon  a  totally  different 
looting,  when,  in  another  place,  he  asks,  **  But  who  can  be  ignorant  that  there  is 
no  C&istian  Baptism,  it  the  Evangelical  words  be  wanting,  which  are  *  the 
sign  and  seal  T  (t^pnbohim,  see  Art.  27.^  But  it  is  more  easy  to  meet  with 
heretics  who  entirely  omit  Baptism,  than  such  as  baptize  with  any  o^er 
words  than  those.  And  we,  on  this  account,  maintain,  that  not  every  mode  of 
Baptism,  (for  men  are  said  to  be  baptized  according  to  many  sacrilegious  and 
idolatrous  rites,)  but  the  Baptism  of  Christ— that  is,  the  Baptism  consecrated  by 
the  Evangelical  words-— is  every  where  the  same,  and  cannot  be  despoiled  of  its 
sufficiency  (viclari)  by  the  utmost  perverseness  of  any  man  whatsoever." 
(I>e  Baphs,  c.  Donat,  L.  vi.  c  25.^  Thus  he  appears  not  obscurely  to 
express  his  sense  of  the  disparity  which  there  was,  in  point  of  essentiality, 
between  the  form  of  the  Sacrament  and  the  administrator. 

2.  If  the  Church,  excepting  in  cases  of  uigent  necessity,  never  admitted  any 
Baptisms  to  be  valid,  except  such  as  were  solemnized  by  persons  in  Holy  Orders, 
it  will  follow,  that  she  acknowledged  and  avouched  the  true  sacerdotal  character 
of  all  those  whose  Baptisms  she  recognised  and  forebore  to  repeat.  But  it  will 
then  be  difficult  to  shew,  that  there  was  any  true  succession  in  the  Ministry,  or 
any  true  Church.  In  those  schismatics  who  had  been  baptized  and  ordained  in 
tiie  Church,  a  remaining  sacerdotal  character  might  be  recognised,  even  after 
the  desertion  of  the  orthodox  Faith.  But  this  would  not  remove  the  difficulty ; 
because  the  greater  number  of  those  who  assumed  the  titles  of  Bishops  and 
Priests  among  the  heretics,  did  not  even  profess  to  have  derived  them  firom 
any  warrantable  source.  Paul  of  Samosata  (A.  D.  269^  was  the  first  Bishop 
who  departed  into  heresy ;  and  yet  the  Baptisms  of  his  sect  were  annulled 
by  the  Council  of  Nice,  while  oth'er  sects,  which  sprang  from  no  Bishop,  and 
had,  therefore,  no  continuation  of  orders  among  them,  had  their  ministrations 
confirmed.  Jerome,  in  his  dialogue  against  the  Luciferians,  urges  against 
Hilary,  ti^at,  after  his  death,  the  sect  must  expire  with  him ;  because  he,  as 
a  Deacon,  could  ordain  none  to  succeed  ;  and  without  a  Priest  no  Church 
could  exist.  How  is  it  also,  he  asks,  that  you  are  so  shocked  at  the  admission 
of  Arian  Baptisms  by  the  Church,  when  you  yourself  were  not  only  baptized, 
but  held  the  office  of  a  Deacon  in  that  same  Church,  which  yet  has  constantly 
admitted  such  as  were  baptized  by  Manicheans  and  Ebionites,  by  Prazeas, 
Cerinthus  and  Novatus  ?  This,  he  says,  is  an  argument,  in  reply  to  which  his 
opponent  had  not  a  word  to  offer  (adoersum  qw>d  ne  muHre  quidem  audeat 
Hdarius.)  If  Jerome  be  correct,  in  saying  that  the  Church  had  constantly 
recognised  as  valid.  Baptisms  administered  by  sects  which  separated  themselves 
even  in  the  age  of  the  Apostles,  it  is  plain  that  such  admission  must  have  been 
anterior  to  the  earliest  account  which  we  have  of  the  denial  of  their  validity  in 
the  age  of  Agrippinus.  Can  it  be  supposed  that  the  Church,  on  that  account, 
acknowledged  that  the  orders  among  the  Manicheans,  Ebionites,  and  Cerinthians 
were  valid  ?  That  is  not  ^obable.  Besides,  the  Samosatenians  had  regular 
orders ;  and  yet  their  Baptisms  were  adjudged  to  be  null.    St.  Augustin  de- 
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persuasion  cannot  be  conferred  by  any  other  ordinary  means,  or  in 
any  other  regular  way.     But  it  does  not  hence  follow  that  Grod 

dares  his  persuasion,  that  the  reason  of  this  was  their  having  abandoned  the 
ordinance  of  Baptism  "  in  the  name  of  the  Father,  and  of  the  Son,  and  of  the 
Holy  Ghost;"  which  form,  he  adds,  the  heretics  in  general  took  with  them 
when  they  abandoned  the  Church,  and  continued  to  observe  in  their  state  of 
separation.* 

It  is^  therefore,  plain  that  the  Church  was  accustomed  to  admit  the  validity  of 
Baptisms  administered  by  those  whose  title  to  Holy  Orders,  consistently  with 
her  own  rules,  she  did  not,  and  could  not  recognise.  From  an  early  date, 
however,  there  are  traces  of  a  more  rigid  system  insinuating  itself^^  and,  by 
degrees,  attaining  maturitv.  That  system  did  not  limit  itself  to  maintaining, 
that  Christ  had  appointed  a  Ministry  in  the  Church  to  be  the  proper  and 
authorized  dispenser  of  his  Word  and  mysteries  ;  and  that  an  intrusive  adminis- 
tration, however  it  might  convey  the  spiritual  blessings  of  the  Sacraments  to 
individuals  who  devoutly  received  them,  would  be  found  ultimately  subversive  of 
unity  and  peace  in  every  congregation  which  admitted  it.  The  persuasion  was 
continually  more  and  more  encouraged,  that  sacramental  grace  could  not  possibly 
be  conveyed  through  any  other  channel  than  that  of  the  Apostolical  Ministry  ; 
and  that  principle,  unknown  to  Scripture,  and  the  mere  embryo  and  rudiments  of 
which  are  discoverable  in  the  writings  of  the  second  and  third  centuries,  had 
made  greckt  advances  in  the  age  of  Chrysostom.  "  If  none,*  he  says,  '*  can 
enter  into  the  Kingdom  of  Heaven  except  he  be  bom  of  water,  and  of  the  Holy 
Ghost,  and  every  one  that  eateth  not  the  flesh  of  the  Lord,  and  drinketh  not 
his  blood,  is  cast  out  from  everlasting  life  ;  and  if  cdl  these  ctui  be  adminis-' 
tered  by  none  ehe^  but  oniy  by  those  holy  hands — the  Priests  I  mean,  how  can 
any  one  without  them  escape  the  fire  of  hell,  or  be  made  partaker  of  the  crowns 
that  are  laid  up  for  us  in  Heaven  ?*  f  Onthe  Priesthood:  Discourse  3.  Buncos 
TramUUion,  p.  1 13.)  It  is  much  to  be  regretted  that  so  objectionable  a  senti- 
ment should  be  found  quoted,  apparently  with  approbation,  by  Bishop  Beveridge 
(on  Art.  xzii.) ;  for  it  never  was  so  acknowledged  by  the  Church  of  England 
since  the  Reformation.  Dr.  Waterland,  it  is  true,  speaks  somewhat  con- 
temptuously of  those  who  regard  her  as  recognising  any  validity  in  Baptism 
except  from  the  hands  of  a  lawful  Minister.  *'  We  need  not  talk,**  he  says,  "  of 
the  Whitgifts,  the  Hookers,  the  Bilsons,  the  Bancroft,  or  others.  The  Church's 
public  acts  are  open  and  common,  and  he  is  the  truest  Church-of-£nffland-man 
that  best  understands  the  principles  there  laid  down,- and  argues  Uie  closest 
from  theou  AH  the  rest  are  but  assertions,  fancies,  or  practices  of  particular 
men,  and  are  not  binding  rules  to  us*"  (Reply  to  Mr,  KelsalTs  Answer, 
Works.  Vol.  X.,  p.  166.  Ed.  Oxford.  J  All  true  Churchmen  will,  without 
hesitation,  consent  to  be  bound  by  the  ascertained  sense  of  the  public  acts 
of  the  Church  ;  which  may  be  thought  by  some  to  speak  clearly  enough.  But 
when  this  is  the  very  point  in  debate,  to  whom  can  an  appeal  be  more 
becomingly  made  than  to  those  early  witnesses  (such  as  WhitgitV  and  Hooker) 
trained  in  opportunities  and  habits  of  personal  intercourse  with  the  Reformers  ? 
Hooker's  decision  is  too  well  known  to  require  insertion  here.  The  opinions  of 
three  successive  Archbishops — Whitgift,  Bancroft,  and  Abbott— will  be  found  in 
Bingham,  ( ScholasHcai  History  of  Lay^Baptism.  Works.  VoL  ii.,  p.  ^7,}  all 
in  favour  of  the  validity  of  Lay- Baptism. 

To  go  back,  however,  to  an  earlier  date ; — it  is  impossible  not  to  be  moved 
to  suspect  double-dealinff  in  some  points  connected  with  this  branch  of  Eccle- 
siastical History.      On  the  one  side  Mr.  Bingham  shews  "  that  heretics  and 

*  Liber  de  Hnres.  c.  44.  Athanasius,  however,  expresses  a  somewhat  difleront 
•pinion  ;  maintaining  that  lawful  or  valid  Baptism  could  be  given  by  those  only  who 
held  the  Catholic  Faith  whole  and  undefiled,  as  well  as  observed  the  appointed  form  of 
words. — Oratio  IIL  contra  Arianos,  p.  413,  vol.  1,  Edit.  Cohn.  106. 
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will  withhold  all  effect  from  acts  done  by  others  not  participating 
with  hb  such  imparted  authority.*    The  Scripture  does  not  confirm 

flchismaticfls  and  degraded  and  excommimicated  clerks^  when  once  convicted 
and  legally  censured^  are  no  longer  authorized  to  minister  Baptism,  or  to 
oflidate  as  true  Priests  and  Minbters  of  the  Church ;  but  are  reouced  to  the 
state  of  Laymen,  or  even  to  a  lower  degree ;  and  that  some  whose  adminis- 
tration of  baptism  was  receiTed,  never  had  originally  any  true  or  real 
ordination  to  the  Ministerial  office,  and  consequently  were  no  other  than  un- 
authorized persons."  Neither  is  there  any  portion  of  his  laborious  writings  in 
which  he  has  shewn  more  extended  powers  of  research,  or  has  more  completely 
established  the  conclusion  contended  for.  On  the  other  hand,  his  opponent,  the 
auU:ior  of  **  Lay-Baptisms  Invalid,"  asserts  that,  **  according  to  the  discipline  of 
the  ancient  Church,  heretics  and  schismatics,  even  when  they  were  cut  ofi^  and 
cast  out  of  the  Church,  were  still  idlowed  to  be  true  and  lawful  Priests,  with  full 
power,  authority,  and  right  to  baptize  i  and  that,  upon  thb  principle  only, 
the  Church  allowed  of  the  validity  of  Baptisms  conferred  by  them,  because  they 
were  then  Priests  by  commission,  and  not  mere  Laymen.*  Dr.  Waterland  also 
maintains,  Uiat  ''the  main  point  which  St.  AuffUBtin,  in  his  controversy  with  the 
Donatists,  undertakes  to  prove,  and  in  which  he  prevails  and  triumphs  over  his 
adversaries  at  every  turn,  is,  that  heresy  and  schism  did  not  null  or  vacate  orders, 
which  once  validly  given  are  always  valid;  therefore,  can  never  be  deleted 
by  any  heresy,  schism,  or  apostacy ;  therefore,  schismatical  Clergymen  still 
retfun  them  sacerdotal  character ;  therefore,  their  ministrations,  and  particularly 
Baptism,  are  still  valid.''  (Second  Lttttr  m  Reply  to  Mr.  KelsaU,  vol.  x., 
pp.  119,  20.)  So  far  as  relates  to  the  case  of  a  sacerdotal  character  once 
validly  given,  it  is  certain  that  very  forcible  proofs  are  urged  in  support  of  each 
of  these  opposite  opinions.  But  both  Mr.  Bingham's  opponents  nave  omitted 
the  case  or  Baptisms  conferred  by  such  as  never  had  originally  any  true  or 
valid  ord&iation  to  the  Ministry  ;  and,  upon  this  point,  he  dfearly  has  the  sense 
of  the  Church  with  him.  No  doubt  there  were  within  the  Church  many  who 
felt  unwilling  to  admit  that  Baptism  could  be  administered  by  any  except  a 
person  in  Holy  Orders ;  fearing,  apparently,  lest  such  an  acknowledgment 
might  detract  from  the  sanctity  and  influence  of  the  clerical  character.  Hence, 
it  may  be  presumed,  arose  the  anxiety  to  muntain  the  persuasion,  that  even 
heretical  Priests  could  not  cease  to  be  Priests,  and  to  find  some  decent  pretext 
for  attributing  the  sacerdotal  character  to  those  who,  without  having  ever 
possessed  it,  were  found  administering  Baptism.  The  becoming  course  would 
have  been  to  sav,  These  are  in  reality  Laymen,  disturbing  the  unity  of  the 
Church,  and  mendng  its  censures  for  intruding  into  another's  office  s  yet  their 
Baptisms  are  valid,  as  being  administered  agreeably  to  the  form  ordained 
by  Christ.  It  was  felt  to  be  impossible  to  set  aside  sucn  Baptisms ;  because  the 
practice  of  the  Church  required  that  they  should  be  acknowledged.  The 
expedient  resorted  to  was,  therefore,  to  endeavour  to  hide,  so  mr  as  was 
possible,  the  defect  in  the  clerical  character  of  the  administrators.  This 
certainly  could  not  be  done  without  some  sacrifice  of  consistency  ;  but  it  seems 

*  In  hoc  Sacramento  Baptismatis  celebrando,  tres  esse  species  constat^  quas 
et  Tos  nee  augere  nee  minuere  nee  pretermittere  poteritis.  Prima  species  est 
in  Trinitate ;  secunda  in  credente ;  tertia  in  operants ;  sed  non  pari  ubramine 
]>ondeimndse  sunt  sLngulse ;  duas  enim  video  neceasarias,  et  unam  ^wxsi  neces- 
variaiD.  Principalem  locum  Trinitas  poesidet,  sine  quk  res  ipsa  non  potest 
geri :  banc  sequitnr  fides  credentis :  jam  persona  operantis  vidna  est^  que 
simili  anctoritate  esse  non  potest.  Cum  ergo  videatis  omnes  qni  baptizant, 
operarioe  esse  non  dominos,  et  Sacramenta  per  se  esse  sancta  non  per  homines, 
quid  est  qu6d  vobis  tantum  vindicatis  ?  quid  est  quod  Deum  a  muneribus  suis 
exdudere  contenditis?  Concedite  Deo  preestare  quie  sua  sunt.  Non  enim  ' 
potest  id  munus  ab  homine  dan  quod  divinum  est.— Optat.  Milevit.  l>e  Schism. 
DonatisU  Lib.  v.  c.  4. 
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that  view.  It  does  not  contain  any  express  declaration  to  that 
effect ;  and  if  recourse  be  had  to  the  principle  of  analogy,  enough 
may  be  collected  by  its  means,  to  shew  that  God,  by  establishing  a 
particular  channel  for  the  conyeyance  of  his  grace,  aoes  not  therebr 
restrict  himself  from  bestowing  the  same  by  other  means,  if  it 
shall  so  please  him.  Salyation  was  of  the  Jews  (John  iy.  22)  ;  but 
the  conyerse  did  not  necessarily  follow,  that  there  should  be  no 
salyation  with  the  Samaritans.  Eyen  after  the  separation  of  the 
kingdom  of  Israel,  the  title  of  prophet  is  not  withheld  from  its 
teachers,  though  they  were  far  from  any  approach  to  regular  Ordi- 
nation ;  and  it  is  said  expressly,  *'  I  haye  not  sent  these  prophets, 
yet  they  run ;  I  haye  not  spoken,  yet  they  prophesy.''  ( Jerem.  xxiil^ 
21,  22.)  Indeed,  it  is  frirther  declared,  notwithstanding  this  defect 
in  their  mission,  that  if  they  had  faithfrilly  acted  up  to  its  engage- 
ments, the  grace  of  God  should  still  haye  accompanied  them,  and 
giyen  effect  to  their  teaching ;  *'  if  they  had  stood  in  the  counsel 
of  the  Lord,  and  caused  the  people  to  hear  his  words,  then  eyen 
they  should  haye  turned  them  from  their  eyil  way,  and  from  the 
eyif  of  their  doings-'" 

12.  In  the  instance  of  the  man  who  cast  out  deyils,  though 
enrolled  neither  among  "the  twelye,''  nor  the  "other  seyenty" 
afterwards  sent  out — ^for  this  proceeding  fell  between  the  two 
appointments — (Luke  ix,  1,  49  ;  and  2.  1,)  the  attention  of  the 
Disciples  would  appear  naturally  to  haye  been  drawn  to  the  di^ 
cumstance  of  his  so  acting  without  an  express  and  orderly  mission, 
by  the  remembrance  of  their  own  recent  want  of  power  to  expel  an 
eyil  spirit.  Their  Lord  appears  to  ayail  Himself  of  this  opportunity 
to  instruct  them,  that  although  He  had  giyen  them  a  special 
mission,  yet  they  were  not  to  gather  from  this,  that  He  had 
made  the  operation  of  His  power  exclusiyely  dependent  on  their 

to  have  been  thought  better  that  so  it  should  be,  than  to  admit  even  an 
apparent  infraction  of  the  Canon  (expressed  bj  Chr^rsostom);  that  none, 
except  through  those  ordinances  which  depended  for  their  efficacy  upon  their 
reception  from  the  hands  of  the  Priest,  '^  could  escape  the  fire  of  hell,  or 
be  made  partakers  of  the  crowns  laid  up  in  heaven." 

With  reference  to  the  question  which  has  renewed  this  debate  at  the 
present  time,  namely,  the  denial  of  the  rites  of  burial  to  the  ^*  unbaptized,'*  I 
must  remark  that  Ambrose,  in  his  oration  on  the  death  of  Vafentinian, 
(who  died  before  Baptism,  but  not  without  an  expression  of  his  desire  to 
receive  it,)  recognises  that  desire  as  entitling  the  joung  Emperor  to  the 
privileges  of  an  actual  Baptism ;  and  he  accordingly  does  not  scruple  to  inter 
him  in  his  own  Cathedral  of  Milan,  with  aU  the  rights  due  to  the  faithful  dead. 
Upon  the  whole  we  may  be  led  to*  think,  that  when  those  rites  are  required 
from  us,  on  behalf  of  any  who  have  been  baptized  '^  with  water  in  the  name  of 
the  Father,  and  of  the  Son,  and  of  the  Holy  Ghost;  which  things  are 
essentia  to  Baptism,''  that  feeling  which  Hooker  terms  '*  remorse  of  equity," 
should  incline  us  to  give  them,  as  Ambrose  did,  the  benefit  of  that  disposition^ 
trusting  that  they  desired  and  demgned  to  be  partakers  of  the  true  Baptism  of 
the  Church.  Whatever  we  may  appear  to  lose  hereby  in  point  of  exact 
discipline,  it  is  to  be  hoped  We  shall  more  than  recover  in  an  augmented  unity 
of  the  spirit ;  and,  in  cases  of  doubt,  it  is  assuredly  better  to  err  on  the  side  of 
abundant  charity  than  on  that  of  an  over-rigorous  construction. 
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Bgency.*  More  than  this  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  for  onr  pre- 
sent purpose  to  infer  from  that  occurrence;  but  the  example 
seems  conclnsiye  against  the  position  which  some  have  taken  up,  as 
to  the  nullity  of  Ordinances,  except  from  the  hand  of  a  Minister 
lawfully  ordained. 

13.  So  again,  in  the  case  of  those  of  Rome,  who  preached  Christ 
of  contention,  not  sincerely,  or  out  of  mere  opposition  to  St.  Paul 
(Philipp.  i.  15),  we  cannot  think  that  these  persons  were  sent  or 
ordained  by  him ;  their  object  being,  as  he  says,  to  add  affliction  to 
his  bonds.  Yet  it  is  equally  difficult  to  belieye,  that  this  their 
ministration,  undertaken  without,  or  rather  against  authority,  was 
altogether  invalid  in  effect.  Had  it  been  so  regarded  by  the 
Apostle,  what  ground  could  he  hare  had  for  the  joy  which  he 
expressed,  that  Christ  was  preached  even  by  them ! 

14.  If  Baptism  at  the  hands  of  any  other  than  a  lawful  Minister 
be  null,  so  as  not  to  entitle  those  who  receive  it  to  Christian  privi- 
leges, then  iJso  must  the  preaching  of  the  Gt>8pel  by  any  other  than 
a  lawful  Minister  be  void  of  all  spiritual  effect ;  because  the  offices 
of  preaching  and  baptizinff  are  alike  included  in  that  commission  of 
Christ  to  his  Apostles,  from  which  our  own  is  derived.  (Matt, 
xxviii.  19 ;    Mark  xvi.  IS.f)      Yet  there  are  few,  probably,  pre- 

*  In  quo  baptijEarentur  gentes  a  Salvatore  mandatum  est :  per  qnem  bap- 
tizarentor  nulla  exoeptione  discretum  est.  Non  dixit  Apostolis  Votfacite  aui 
wmfadanU  Quis^uis  in  nomine  Pairis  et  Filii  et  Spiritus  Sancti  baptiiaverit, 
Apostolomm  opus  implevit.  Denique  lectum  est  in  EvangeUo,  Joanne  dicente, 
Magiiter^  vidinms  quemdam  in  nomine  tuo  expdlentem  doMumia^et  prohilmimui 
etatf  quia  non  sequitur  nobitcumy  sic  Christos  ait ;  NoUte  prohibere :  qui  emm 
non  est  contra  voepro  vobis  est  Nam  et  ipsis  sic  mandatum  est  ut  opus  esset 
illonim  Sanctificatio  Trinitatis ;  nee  in  nomine  sao  tinfferent,  sed  in  nomine 
Patrifl  et  Filii  et  Spiritus  Sancti.  Ei^  nomen  est  quod  signifioat,  non  ope- 
larius.    Intellinte  vos,  vel  serd,  operarios  ease  non  dominos. — Id.  Lib.  v.  o.  7. 

t  '*  If^  themore,  at  an;^  time  it  come  to  pass,  that,  in  teaching  publicly,  or 
privately  in  delivering  t)iis  Blessed  Sacrament  of  R^;eneration,  some  imsanc- 
ttfied  hand,  contrary  to  Christ's  supposed  ordinance,  do  intrude  itself,  to 
execute  that  whereunto  the  laws  of  uod  and  his  Church  have  deputed  others, 
wMdbL  of  these  two  opinions  seemeth  more  agreeable  with  emlity,— ours,  that 
disallow  what  is  done  amiss,  yet  make  not  the  force  of  the  W  ora  and  Sacra- 
ments, much  less  their  veiV  nature  and  vei^  substance,  to  depend  on  the 
Minister's  authority  and  calling,  or  else  theirs,  which  defeat,  (usannul,  and 
annihilate  both,  in  respect  of  that  one  personal  defect?  (of  the  Minister's 
authorit^r  and  calling :%)  there  being  not  any  law  of  God  which  saith,  that  if 
the  Minister  be  incompetent,  his  Word  shall  be  no  Word,  his  Baptism  no 
Baptism.  He  which  teacheth  and  is  not  sent,  loseth  the  reward,  but  yet 
retaineth  the  name  of  a  Teacher ;  his  usurped  actions  have  in  them  the  same 
nature  which  they  have  in  others,  although  they  yield  Aim  not  the  same 
comfort.  And  if  these  two  cases  be  peers,  the  case  of  Doctrine  and  the  case  of 
Baptism  both  alike,  sith  no  defect  in  their  vocation  that  teach  the  truth  is  able 
to  take  away  the  benefit  thereof  from  him  which  heareth,  wherefore  should  tiie 
want  of  a  lawful  calline  in  Uiem  that  baptize  make  Baptism  to  me  vain  ?*— 
Hooker,  Ecclesiastical  Polity,  B.  v.  c.  62,  §  13. 

t  Referrinff  to  the  opinion  openly  expressed  by  Thomas  Cartwright,  the  Puritan, 
and  «embnoed  in  general  by  those  who  held  the  Puritan  riews^  thai  no  man  oould 
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pared  to  affinn,  that  the  converting  grace  of  God  has  in  no  instances 
accompanied  His  Holy  Word,  when  preached  by  those  who  followed 
not  with  ns. 

10.  If  we  tarn  to  consnlt  the  opinions  of  the  early  Church,  we 
diall  find  that  there  were  always  some  whose  disposition  it  was  to 
reject  Lay-Baptism  as  of  no  effect ;  but  the  judgment  of  the  Church 
in  general  was  adverse  to  this  view  of  the  subject,  and  was  ex- 
pressed with  snfficient  clearness  to  prevent  its  reception. 

16.  Indeed  it  must  be  admitted,  that  authorities  are  not  wanting 
which  seem  to  lean  almost  to  excess  in  the  opposite  direction  ;  by 
acknowledging,  as  valid  and  sufficient,  those  Baptisms  which  had 
been  administered  after  an  heretical  form,  by  individuals  under 
an  actual  sentence  of  heresy.* 

*  Basil,  in  his  lot  Ep<  to  Amphilochius  (Canon  I),  imputes  this  to  even  the 

Seat  Dionvsius,  in  recognisinflr  the  Baptism  of  the  Pepuzenians  (a  sect  of 
ontanists;,  ^'  which  oversight,  he  says,  ^'  I  am  much  surprised  that  he,  being 
in  general  so  strict  an  observer  of  the  Canons,  should  have  fallen  into."  But 
he  afterwards  says,  *'  though  this  escaped  the  observation  even  of  the  great 
Dionysiiifl,  we  must  not  defend  the  imitation  of  him  in  that  enor."  (See 
Hooker,  E,  P.,  v.  62,  ^  6.)  The  above  section  of  St.  Basil,  whidi  gave  rise  to 
much  observation  during  the  controversy  in  the  last  centurv  concerning  the 
validity  of  Lay-Baptism,  appears  to  connrm  the  view  which  nas  been  taken  of 
the  practice  of  the  Primitive  Church,  in  determining  what  Baptisms  were 
admissible.  The  ancients,  he  says,  considered  all  Baptisms  receivable  which 
did  not,  in  any  respect,  ^^  deviate  from  the  Faith ;"  and  what  is  meant  by  that 
expression  he  afterwards  explains,  by  saying  that  the  Baptism  of  the  Fepu- 
zenians  was  null,  because  ''they  are  manifestly  heretics.  They  blaspheme  the 
Holy  Ghost ;  wickedly  and  shamefully  bestowing  the  appellation  of  the  Com- 
forter upon  Montanus  and  Priscilla — what  pretence,  then,  can  their  Baptism 
have  to  be  esteemed  valid,  when  it  is  administered  in  the  name  of  the  Father, 
and  of  the  Son,  and  of  Montanus  and  Priscilla  ?  For  they  are  not  baptized, 
who  are  not  baptized  according  to  the  form  delivered  to  us."  To  dej^art  from 
that  form  was  therefore,  in  his  estimation,  the  same  thing  as  to  deviate  from 
the  Faith.  Basil  speaks  of  three  classes  of  separation :  heresies,  schisms,  and 
conventicles.  The  heretics  are  Uiey  who  are  completely  separated,  being 
alienated  from  the  Faith  itself;  schismatics  are  such  as  di^nt  on  account  of 
any  ecclesiastical  cause,  or  upon  sanable  points ;  (foo-i^a)  conventiders  are  the 
members  of  congr^ations  assembled  by  contumacious  Priests  or  Bishops,  or  by 
uninstructed  people.  From  the  very  beginning,  therefore,  it  had  seemed  good 
to  reject  heretics  altogether;  such  as  the  Manicheans,  the  Yalentinians,  and 
the  Montanists.  Cyprian  and  Firmilian,  with  their  followers,  he  adds,  were 
for  including  under  one  sentence  of  condemnation  all  the  Cathari,  Encratites, 
Hydroparasts,  and  Apotactites,  upon  the  plea  that  schism  is  the  forerunner  of 
Beparation.f    They  who  have  disjoined  themselves  from  the  Church,  have  no 

prew^  unlesB  resularly  ordained, — "  no,  not  although  he  speak  the  words  of  Scripture, 
and  intei^ret  them  ;**  neither  baptize^  "  although  he  pour  water,  and  rehearse  the 
words  which  are  to  be  rehearsed  in  the  Ministry  of  Baptism.** 

t  Mr.  Sikes  observes, "  A  certain  writer  of  the  last  century,  not  famed  for  Orthodox 
Divinity,  has  nevertheless  happened  upon  a  clear  and  correct  definition  of  Church 
Unit^.  '  This  unity,*  he  says,  *  may  be  considered  in  two  remects.  First,  EsgetUial : 
that  IS,  such  an  union  as  is  necessary  to  the  Church's  being,  AH  schism  in  this  respect 
is  a  separation  from  the  body.  Secondlv,  Integral :  that  is,  such  an  unity  as  is  neces- 
sarv  to  the  Church's  toeil-being ;  and  all  schism  in  this  respect  is  separation  m  the 
body.    A  breach  of  Integral  Unity  is  the  worst  sert  of  criminal  schism  m  the  Christian 
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17.  The  settled  line  of  distinction,  however,  appears  to  have  been 
this :  that  where  the  solemnly  appointed  form  of  Christian  Baptism 
was  adhered  to,  the  ordinance  was  admitted  to  be  valid,  even  though 
administered  by  those  who,  having  no  ministerial  commission  from 
the  Ghnrch,  were  regarded  as  Laymen ;  but  the  heretics  who 
baptiied  after  any  other  than  the  appointed  form,  were  not  re- 
cognised as  giving  Christian  Baptism.  They  were  looked  upon  as 
scarcely,  if  at  all  superior,  in  point  of  religious  privileges,  to  the 
aliens  of  the  heathen.* 

longer  among  them  the  Grace  of  the  Holy  Spirit ;  for  the  imjpardng  of  it  has 
failed  through  the  sucoeseion  being  cut  oflF.  For  thev  who  first  seceded  had 
ordination  derired  from  the  Fathers,  and  through  the  laying  on  of  hands  poe- 
sessed  spiritval  grace.  But  they  who  hare  since  been  disunited  have  become 
Laymen,  haying  no  commiasion  either  to  baptise  or  ordain.  Wherefore  they 
(Cyprian  and  Firmilian)  gare  direction,  that  such  as  had  been  baptized  by 
them  should  be  regarded  as  baptized  by  Laymen,  and  be  brought  to  title  Church 
to  be  cleansed  by  the  true  Baptism  of  the  Church."  This  was  no  doubt  the 
system  of  Cyprian ;  but  he  was  opposed  in  it  by  the  Church,  and  his  practice 
set  aside.  It  ought,  indeed,  be  admitted,  that  schism  was  introductoiy  to 
hensy ;  but  the  Cnristian  charity  of  God's  Chiuch  did  not  pennit  it  to  treat 
schismatics  as  heretics,  until  they  had  shewn  that  they  were  so,  not  only  by 
acts  of  irregularij^,  but  by  an  actual  departure  from  the  Faith  and  Ordinances 
of  the  Crospel.  Basal  mentions  one  fact,  which  undesignedly  affords  conyincing 
proof  that  the  Church  did  not  repeat  Baptism,  when  it  had  been  once  ministered 
according  to  the  Ordinance  of  Christ.  ^'  It  behoves  us,"  he  says,  '^  to  be  aware 
of  the  craft  of  the  Encratit« ;  namely,  that  with  a  view  to  disqualify  them- 
selres  for  reception  by  the  Church,  they  hare  essayed  for  some  time  past  to  be 
beforehand,  by  the  administration  of  Baptism  among  themselres;  although 
they  thereby  We  stamped  foigery  upon  their  own  custom."  He  means  that, 
&uJung  the  custom  of  the  Church  to  oe^  that  all  who  came  over  to  it  should  be 
bapti2»d  afresh,  if  they  had  been  previously  baptized  according  to  any  other 
than  the  r^g^lar  form,  these  Pepuzenians  craftily  abandoned  their  own  rite, 
and  resortea  to  the  true  Ordinance  of  Christ,  as  a  sure  means  of  preventing  a 
repetition  of  it  by  the  Church ;  although,  as  he  says,  they  thus  made  a  plain 
admission  that  the  form  which  they  had  used  was  a  mere  /oigery.  "  But/*  he 
adds,  **  so  long  as  they  do  but  maintain  our  form  of  Baptisin,  let  us  not  lay  it 
to  heart.  Not  that  any  thanks  are  on  our  part  due  to  tnem  on  that  account ; 
but  what  we  are  bound  to  attend  to  is  the  strict  observance  of  the  Canon." 
Basil,  who  shews  very  evidently  his  own  inclination  towards  the  system  of 
Cyprian,  even  while  he  admits  that  it  cannot  be  maintained,  endeavours  to 
make  it  appear  that  the  reason  why  the  Church  recognised  the  baptisms  of  the 
Encratitss  was,  because  it  had  admitted  two  Bishops  of  that  party  (Zoin  and 
Satuminus)  to  retain  theb  rank.  But  it  is  plain  that  this  was  an  act  of  pure 
indulgence ;  that  the  Encratites  had  no  valid  orders  among  them ;  and  that 
the  real  ground  of  their  being  admitted  was,  their  havine  abuidoned  their 
former  heretical  peculiarities,  and  reverted  to  the  Apostolical  form  of  admini« 
stration  ^'  with  water,  in  the  name  of  the  Father,  and  of  the  Son,  and  of  the 
Holy  Ghost — which  things,"  the  Church  of  that  age  held,  as  the  Church  of 
England  does  now,  "are  essential  to  Baptism." 

*  An  account  of  many  of  these  is  given  by  Wall,  History  ofltfani  Baptisnu 
Part  II.,  Ch.  6.— Vol.  u.,  p.  136.  ed.  Oxford,  1835. 

Chnzeh.  This  was  that  with  which  St  Paul  ehaiged  the  Corbthiaas  (1  Cor.  L  10, 
12).  It  has  a  fatal  tendency  to  the  dissolution  of  the  Body  of  Christ,  according  to  our 
Lord*8  own  observation  (Matt.  xtl.  25).  <  Every  kingdom  and  house  divided  against 
itself  IkUeth.*  **--.I>wo(mrw«  eti  ParMAt    Chmmunkift^  Chap,  xi  p.  88. 

V 
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18.  The  Ohnrch  of  England  has  followed  the  practice  of  Anti- 
quity, in  forbearing  to  pronounce  the  services  of  a  Minister  in  Holy 
Orders  essential  to  the  validity  of  Baptism.*  The  record  of  her 
proceedings  at  a  very  critical  period  of  her  history,  and  the  tenor  of 
tier  authorized  Formularies,  appear  sufficiently  to  shew  that  her 
sense  is  against  that  supposition  ;  and  that  it  never  could  have  been 
her  intention  to  exclude  from  her  office  of  Christian  Burial,  such  as 
had  been  baptized  duly  as  to  the  form  and  matter  of  the  Sacrament, 
but  not  by  persons  in  Holy  Orders. 

19.  The  Rubric  prefixed  to  the  ministration  of  private  Baptism 
in  the  reign  of  Edward  VI.,  and  so  continued  until  the  time  of 
James  I.,  has  been  thought  by  some  to  ^'  insinuate,^  or  ^*  tacitly  to 
sanction,^""!*  the  practice  of  Baptism  by  Laymen,  or  even  by  females. 
The  alteration  introduced  at  the  period  last  named,  was  intended 
to  remove  any  supposed  sanction  given  by  the  Church  to  such  a 
practice,  by  requiring  that  Baptism  should  be  the  act  of  *^  the 
lawful  Minister;^  or,  as  it  stands  since  the  last  review,  of  "the 
Minister  of  the  parish,  or,  in  his  absence,  any  other  lawful  Minister 
that  can  be  procured.'"  This  determines  the  question  as  to  the 
persuasion  of  our  Church,  that  Baptism  <mght  to  be  administered 
oy  a  lawful  Minister.  But  still  there  is  a  wide  distinction  between 
declaring  how  an  act  ought  to  be  done,  and  pronouncing  it  to  be 
null  and  void,  if  it  be  cbne  in  any  other  way ;  and  therefore  the 
question  still  remains,  whether  those  Baptisms  which  are  not 
solemnized  according  to  the  mode  approved  by  the  Church  of 
England  are  regarded  by  her  as  devoid  of  all  spiritual  effect ! 

*  ^*To  conclude:  it  is  now  called  in  question  whether  tiie  children  of 
Papists  and  excommunicate  persons  (notwithstanding  their  pjarents  be 
Christians,  and  cannot  amittere  baptismum^  lose  their  Baptism,  as  it  is  deter- 
mined by  St.  Au^ustin  against  the  Donatists,}  ought  to  be  baptized.  And 
whether  the  Minister  be  of  the  t89€nc€  and  being  of  Baptism:  and  none 
to  be  counted  Ministers  but  such  as  be  preachers :  so  that  whoeyer  hath  not 
been  baptized  of  a  Minister  also  a  preacher  is  not  baptized.  The  which 
question,  and  others  such  like,  sprung  out  of  the  schools  of  the  Anabaptists ; 
and  tend  to  the  rebaptization  of  all,  or  the  most  part  oL  those  that  at  this  day 
are  living.  With  these  and  such  like  questions,  partly  imnious  and  partly 
vain  and  frivolous,  is  the  Church  of  Christ  at  this  day  marvellously  troubled ; 
and  men  so  occupy  themselves  about  them,  that  they  neglect  those  thincs  that 
pertain  to  their  own  Salvation,  and  foivet  due  obedience." — ^Archbishop 
Whitgift,  Sermon  btfore  Queen  Elizabeth^  March  26, 1574. 

From  its  being  said,  only  twelve  years  after  the  Thirty-nine  Articles  were 
agreed  upon,  ^Mt  is  now  called  in  question  whether  the  Minister  be  of  the 
essence  of  Baptism ;"  and  firom  the  stroqg  censure  thus  pronoimced  upon  such 
as  disputed  ti^e  vsJidity  of  irregular  Baptisms,  it  appears  necessarily  to  follow 
that  sudi  questions  liad  not  been  raised,  nor  such  opinions  adopted,  among 
those  by  whom  the  Articles  were  framed.  At  the  Hampton  Court  Conference, 
the  Bishops  appear,  by  the  modification  of  the  Rubric  then  agreed  unon,  to 
have  expressed  more  plainly  their  view  of  the  propriety  that  a  lawful  Minister 
should  officiate;  yet  it  cannot,  after  what  is  stated  above  (Appendix  B), 
be  assumed  that  the  Bishops  of  that  day  considered  all  as  ^  unbaptized*  who 
had  been  baptized  by  Laymen. 

t  Dr.  Short*8  HiHorp  of  the  (^urch  qf  Enpland,  sect.  424,  and  sect.  611. 
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SO.  The  proceedings  of  her  acknowledged  representatiyes  at  the 
period  of  the  Restoration,  enable  ns,  it  appears  to  me,  to  answer 
this  question  in  the  negative.  The  Oonvocation  in  1661  introdaced 
two  alterations  of  the  Liturgy,  which  bear  upon  this  point.  The 
first  of  these  is  the  Bubric  then  inserted  before  the  order  for  the 
burial  of  the  dead,  prohibiting  its  use  in  the  case  of  persons  dying 
'^  unbaptized  ("  the  second  was  the  Office  for  the  Baptism  of  persons 
in  riper  years.  The  period  at  which  these  changes  were  introduced 
renders  them  highly  important.  The  condition  of  the  kingdom 
then  was  such,  that,  owing  to  the  disuse  and  prohibition  of  the 
Book  of  Common  Prayer,  and  the  banishment,  destruction,  or 
silencing  of  the  Episcopal  Clergy,  during  so  many  years,  the  greater 
portion  of  persons  under  age  were  either  unbaptized,  or  had 
received  Lay-Baptism  only.  To  meet  the  case  of  the  former,  that 
is,  of  the  unbaptized,  the  new  office  for  such  as  are  of  riper  years, 
is  stated  to  have  been  provided;*  and  the  Bubric,  at  the  same  time, 
prefixed  to  the  order  of  burial,  may  have  been  charitably  intended 
to  admonish  them  what  penalty  awaited  those  who  should  neglect 
the  opportunity  thus  afforded,  of  obtaining  admission  into  the 
Church  of  Christ.  But  was  the  same  penalty  intended  to  be 
denounced  against  those  also  who  had  received  Lay-Baptism, 
among  whom,  as  must  have  been  known,  the  greater  part  of  the 
youth  of  the  kingdom  were  included !  Thousands  and  tens  of 
thousands,  most  piously  devoted  to  the  Church,  had  failed  to  receive 
Baptism  at  the  hands  of  those  whom  alone  they  regarded  as  lawful 
Ministers — ^not  with  their  own  free  consent,  not  through  any  offence 
or  fault  of  theirs,  but  solely  through  the  cruel  necessity  of  the 
times.  If,  then,  it  had  not  been  the  persuasion  of  the  Convocar 
tion,  that  the  Baptism  which  they  had  received  was  valid,  though 
irregular,  is  it  not  to  be  presumed,  that  measures  would  have  been 
taken  for  the  lawful  Baptism  of  the  multitudes,  who,  during  the 
continuance  of  the  Great  Rebellion,  had  been  excluded  from  it! 
Bat  no  such  remedy  was  applied,  or  even  proposed  ;  whence 
we  must  infer  that,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Church,  the  lapse 
which  would  have  rendered  such  measures  necessary,  had  not 
occurred. 

21.  If  the  expression  ^'^  wnhaptized^  now  introduced  into  the 
Rubric,  had  been  meant  to  include  all  who  had  received  Lay- 
Baptism  only,  the  very  Members  of  the  Convocation  by  whom  that 
expression  was  admitted,  must  have  been  continually  called  upon, 
in  their  ministerial  capacity,  to  apply  it  in  that  sense  by  refusing  to 
read  the  Burial  Service  over  persons  baptized  by  Dissenting 
Ministers,  or  by  mere  Laymen  :  for  numbers  so  circumstanced  must 
have  been  brought  every  year,  for  interment,  to  the  various 
churchyards  throughout  the   kingdom.      Yet    I  do  not  find  it 

*  Preface  to  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer. 

U   2 


292  VALIDITY   OP   LAY-BAPTIBM. KINa   CHARLES 

stated,  in  anj  of  the  histories  of  the  time,  that  there  existed  among 
the  Clergy  an  j  general  disposition  to  decline  officiating  according 
to  the  appointed  form.  As,  then,  the  question  was  not  raised  on 
the  part  of  the  Clergy  generally,  nor,  so  far  as  we  have  means 
of  judging,  even  by  any  of  those  who  had  been  parties  to  the 
alteration  of  the  Rubric,  although  perpetual  occasions  for  calling  it 
into  their  notice  must  have  been  occurring,  and  that  for  many 
years  in  succession,  it  must  be  considered  as  rather  too  late  to 
attempt,  at  this  time,  to  affix  a  so  much  stricter  interpretation  to 
the  term  in  question.* 

*  ''  It  remains  that  the  gentlemen  who  espouse  the  opposite  side  of  the  ques- 
tion, produce  (if  they  be  able)  at  least  one  Divine  of  the  Church  of  £ngland,  of 

'    '  '         '  '         '         quoted,  giving  it  as  his  opinion 

'  any  other  act  of  hers,  hath 
;  cannot  fairly  be  denied,  that 
she  once  declared'  the  contrary  since  the  Reformation.  If,  then,  it  cannot  be 
made  appear  that  she  ever  retracted  that  declaration,  we  must  look  upon  it  as 
still  in  force ;  that  is,  that  it  is  yet  the  declared  sense  of  tbe  Church  of 
England,  that  a  Lay-administration  of  Baptism,  howsoever  criminal  and 
irreguloTy  is  not '  altogether  nuU  and  invalid/  '  To  speak  the  truth,  her  con- 
stant and  present  practice  is  a  sufficient  declaration  of  this.  In  the  time 
of  the  Great  Rebellion,  the  sacrilegious  invaders  of  our  offices  were  men  that 
had  no  ordination  (for  we  are  all  agreed  that  anti-Episcopal  Ordination  is 
none  J:  by  these  men  were  very  great  numbers  of  children  baptized,  who  were 
bom  in  those  miserable  days ;  which  children,  nevertheless,  after  the  restore- 
tion  of  religion  and  loyalty,  were  admitted  by  our  Holy  Church  to  Con- 
firmation, Communion,  and  all  the  privileges  of  Church  Members,  many 
of  them  doubtless  to  Holy  Orders  too,  without  being  re-baptized.  This  all 
the  world  knows.  And  whosoever  will  dispute  it,  ought  to  produce  some  act 
of  hers  decreeing  their  rebaptization ;  ought  to  produce  some  instances  (I  shall 
be  thankful,  as  I  said  before,  to  any  that  will  shew  me  so  much  as  one^  of 
persona  rebaptized  by  her  authority,  or  with  the  approbation  and  consent  o^  at 
least,  some  one  of  ner  Bishops  (as  the  Rubric  directs)  upon  that  account.' 

SThe  Rev.  E.  Kelsall's  Answer  to  Dr.  WaterlantTs  First  Letter  on  Latf- 
3aptism.)  It  is  very  observable  that,  in  his  Second  Letter,  Dr.  Waterland 
makes  no  reply  whatever  to  the  above  observation  of  Mr.  Kelsall.  Dr. 
Gauden  (afterwards  Bishop  of  Worcester)  in  his  EcclesuB  AnglicantB  Suspiria^ 
written  and  published  during  the  usurpation,  thus  describes  the  state  of 
religion  during  that  unauthorized  invasion  of  the  office  of  the  Clergy : — ^'  The 
late  licentious  variations,  innovations,  corruptions,  and  interruptions,  even 
in  this  grand  point  of  the  Evangelical  office  and  Ministry  in  England^  have, 
partly  by  the  common  people's  arrc^ancy,  giddiness,  madness,  and  ingratitude, 
and  not*  a  little  by  some  preachers  own  levity,  fondness,  flattery,  and  mean- 
ness of  spirit,  not  only  much  abated  and  abased,  to  a  very  loto  ebb^  that  double 
honour  which  is  due ;  but  they  have  poured  forth  deluges  of  scorn,  contempt, 
division,  confusion,  poverty,  and  almost  nullity^  not  only  upon  the  persons  of 
many  worthy  Ministers,  but  upon  the  very  order  and  office,  the  function  and 
profession;  whose  sacred  power  and  authority,  the  pride,  petulancy,  envy, 
revenge,  cruelty,  and  covetousness  of  some  people  have  sought,  not  only  to 
arrogate  and  usurp  as  they  list,  but  totally  to  innovate,  enervate,  and  at  last  ex- 
tirpate. What  wise  and  honest-hearted  Christian  (that  hath  any  care  of  posterity 
or  prospect  for  the  future^  doth  not  daily  find  as  an  fM)ly  impatience^  so  an  infinite 
despondency  rising  in  his  soul,  while  he  sees  so  many  weak  shoulders^  such 
unwashen  hands,  such  unprepared  feet,  such  rash  heads,  and  such  divided 
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22.  If,  without  being  prepared  positively  to  pronounce  Lay- 
Baptism  invalid,  the  Convocation  had  entertained  even  a  strong 
doubt  upon  that  subject,  it  is  reasonable  to  think  that  they  would 
have  made  provision,  at  least,  for  the  conditional  administration  of 
the  ordinance,  in  such  cases.  But  it  is  worthy  of  observation,  that 
the  Church  of  England  has  nd  form  applicable  in  such  instances ; 
for  the  use  of  the  conditional  form  in  her  service  is  so  guarded,  as 
to  exclude  the  particular  case  of  previous  Baptism  by  Laics.  The 
inquiries  directed  to  be  addressed  to  such  as  bring  the  child,  are 
these :  ''  By  whom  was  this  child  baptized  f  "  With  what  matter  T 

hearts,  not  only  disaumy  cast  off,  contemn,  and  abhor  all  Ministry  and 
MinisterB  in  the  Church  of  England ;  but  they  are  publicly  intruding  them- 
selves upon  all  holy  duties,  all  sacred  offices,  all  solemn  mysteries,  all  Divine 
ministrations,  after  what  &shion  they  list,  both  in  admission  and  execution. 
All  cor  cateehiwigs^  preachings,  praymgs,  baptizings,  consecratings,  instructinff 
of  babes,  oonfirminff  of  the  weak,  resolvings  of  the  dubious,  terrifying  and 
binding  over  to  judgment  of  unbelieving  and  impenitent  sinners,  censuring 
and  admonishing  of  the  scandalous,  excommunicating  the  contumacious, 
loosing  the  penitent,  comforting  the  afflicted,  binding  up  the  broken-hearted, 
— all  the  exercise  and  operations  of  spiritual  powery—yesL,  Ordination  and 
Holy  Orders,  gifts  and  graces,  ability  and  authority,  either  from  Grod  or  this 
Church,  all  these  are  either  baffled  and  disparaged,  or  invaded  and  usurped,  by 
some  rude  NovellerSy  with  equal  insolency  and  insufficiency,  being  for  the  most 
part  by  so  much  the  more  impudent,  by  how  much  they  are  grossly  ignorant." 
—pp.  160—1,  2. 

Dr.  Grauden,  who  thus  expresses  hb  keen  sense  of  the  profwation  arising 
from  the  intrusion  of  unwashen  hands  and  unprepared  feet  into  all  holy  duties, 
both  of  execution  and  admission,  or  of  baptizing  and  ordaining  in  particular, 
was,  it  is  well  known,  an  active  Member  of  the  Savoy  Conference ;  and  sat,  as 
Bishop  of  Exetei,  in  Convocation  of  the  following  year.  Yet  there  is  no 
trace  m  the  records  of  the  time,  or  in  his  own  writings,  of  his  ever  expressing 
any  persuasion  that  the  Baptisms  administered  by  those  unwashen  hands  were 
null,  or  that  the  receivers  of  them  should,  as  '^  unbaptized,"  be  denied  the  rites 
of  burial.  The  distinction  between  irregular  Baptisms  and  irregular  Ordi- 
nations (both  of  which  Dr.  Gauden  reprobates)  is  strongly  marked  by  the 
proceedings  of  the  Church  at  that  time.  We  find  no  proof  that  the  former 
were  pronounced  invalid  by  the  same  Convocation.  On  the  other  hand,  that 
same  Convocation  did,  by  recommending  and  supporting  the  Act  of  Uniformity 
(Cor.  xiv.  2),  declare  its  sentiments  against  the  validity  of  irregular  Ordi- 
nations. It  is  impossible  not  to  ask,  why  should  not  irregular  or  Lay- 
Baptism  have  been  pronounced  void  by  some  similar  public  act,  if  the  opinion 
had  been  held  that  it  really  was  so  ?  Another  point,  worthy  of  consideration, 
is  that  the  same  Convocation  of  1661—2,  which  prohibited  the  use  of  the 
Burial  Service  over  the  *'  unbaptized,"  drew  up  also  the  Form  of  Prayer  for 
the  dOth  of  January.  Assume  that,  among  the  ^^  unbaptized,"  they  designed  to 
include  edl  who  were  not  baptized  by  a  Minister  Episcopally  Ordained ;  and 
we  shall  be  forced  to  make  an  acknowledgment,  painful  and  offensive  to  every 
loyal  heart — that  while  they  instituted  one  service  with  a  design  that  ^^  the 
memory  of  their  martyred  Sovereign  might  be  ever  blessed  among  us,"  they 
would,  at  the  same  moment,  unite  witli  his  murderers  in  depriving  him  of  the 
rites  of  Christian  Burial ;  for  it  must  not  be  foivotten,  as  Bingham  remarks, 
**  that  the  Royal  Martyr  was  baptized  by  a  Scotch  f  resb vter  only."  f  Scholastic 
History  of  Zay-Bafttsmy  Part  2,  p.  594.)  Some  sensible  and  useml  observa- 
tions upon  thb  subject  will  be  found  in  the  Visitation  Charge  of  Archdeacon 
Sharp.  <-.<limo,  1733,  pp.  16--39,  ed.  Oxford,  1834. 
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^*  With  what  words  T  Here  was  certainly  the  fittest  occasion  for 
repudiating  Lay  Baptism,  if  its  sufficiency  were  quegtioned  by  the 
Church.  Nothing  more  was  needed  than  a  direction  that  the  ccm- 
ditional  form  should  be  employed  in  cases  where,  from  the  answers, 
it  should  appear  that  a  lawnil  Minister  had  not  officiated.  Bat 
the  Rubric,  passing  over  that  defect,  in  case  it  should  have  been 
brought  to  light,  proceeds  to  say  only,  that  ^'  If  they  which  bring 
the  infant  to  be  baptized  do  make  such  uncertain  answers  to  the 
Priest^s  questions,  that  it  cannot  appear  that  the  child  was  baptized 
with  tra^  in  the  name  of  the  Father,  and  of  the  Son,  and  of  the 
Holy  Ghost,  (which  are  essential  parts  of  Baptism,)  then  let  the 
Priest  baptize  it,  using  the  conditional  form  of  words.'*^  We  can- 
not but  regard  this  as  an  admission,  that  the  Ministry  of  one  in 
Holy  Orders,  howeyer  agreeable  to  the  Church^'s  appointment,  and 
expressed  sense  of  right  it  may  be,  is,  neyertheless,  not  among  the 
things  which  are  '^  essential  parts  of  Baptism.*" 

23.  My  duty,  therefore,  both  authorizes  and  requires  me  to  say, 
that  I  should  regard  with  disapprobation,  as  being  contrary  to  the 
intention  of  the  Church,  the  employment  of  the  conditional  form,  in 
any  case,  where  Baptism  had  been  already  administered  with  that 
matter,  and  with  those  words  which  are  pronounced  to  be  essential. 
Moreover,  I  should  regard  it  as  an  infraction  of  the  due  and  cha- 
ritable order  of  the  Church,  if  the  rite  of  burial,  by  her  appointed, 
were  withheld  from  those,  as  being  ^'  unbaptized,  who  have  had 
Baptism  according  to  the  proper  form,  though  not  by  persons 
holding  the  orders  of  the  Church. 

24.  1  have  dwelt  at  greater  length,  and  with  more  particularity, 
upon  this  point,  because  it  is  important  in  itself,  and  is  also  one 
which,  for  the  peace  and  credit  of  the  Church,  and  for  the  satis- 
faction of  consciences,  ought  to  be  determined.  And  I  lay  the 
more  stress  upon  it  at  this  juncture,  because  it  is  to  be  dreaded,  lest 
eagerness  in  carrying  out  our  principles,  or  rather,  in  maintaining 
consequences  which  are  not  legitimately  to  be  deduced  from  them, 
should  throw  obstacles  in  the  way  of  the  general  acknowledgment 
of  a  wholesome  and  Catholic  system.  If  it  should  once  be  ima- 
gined, that  the  views  which  I  am  now  enforcing  with  regard  to  the 
spiritual  character  derived  from  Ordination,  cannot  be  supported, 
without  bringing  those  further  consequences  which  have  been 
glanced  at,  much  will  have  been  done  to  foil  the  endeavours  of 
those  who  are  seeking  to  vindicate  our  just  claims  to  such  a  cha- 
racter upon  the  several  grounds  of  Scripture,  reason,  and  Antiquity. 

25.  The  apprehension  appears  to  be  that,  by  acknowledging  the 
validity  of  an  ordinance  not  administered  by  any  one  duly  appomted 
to  that  charge,  we  virtually  make  a  surrender  of  the  very  character 
we  claim.  But  it  has  been  shewn,  I  trust,  that  there  is  nothing 
impossible  in  the  conveyance  of  spiritual  benefits  through  a  channel 
not  expressly  designated  for  that  purpose ;  and  that,  in  such  benefits 
being  so  conveyed,  there  is  nothing  inconsistent  with  the  certain 
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knowledge,  at  the  same  time,  that  God  has  Instituted  a  particular 
order  expressly  for  that  end.  The  anthoritj  of  the  New  Testa- 
ment, with  the  light  shed  npon  it  by  the  practice  of  the  Church, 
satisfies  me  that  the  body  of  the  Clergy  has  been  thus  instituted ; 
and  that  there  can  be  no  regular  administration  of  holy  ofBces 
by  any  other  hands  than  theirs. 

26.  But  we  mistake  the  nature  of  our  calling,  and  exaggerate 
its  privileges,  as  often  as,  not  content  with  being  the  stewards  by 
whom  the  mysteries  of  the  Gospel  are  ordered  to  be  dispensed, 
we  assume  that  God  has  closed  up  against  Himself  every  other 
channel  for  the  conveyance  of  spiritufJ  gifts.  It  might  be  so,  if 
every  thing  were  comprehended  in  the  outward  Ministerial  act. 
But  we  know  that  the  invisible  and  secret  operation  of  the  Spirit, 
is  that  in  which  the  real  efficacy  of  the  Christian  Sacraments 
resides ;  and  God  may  reserve  to  Himself  the  power  of  dispensing 
this  in  such  manner  as  to  Him  shall  seem  best.  I  may  myself 
think  very  seriously  of  the  responsibility  incurred  by  those  who 
undertake  that  holy  administration  without  an  orderly  call  and 
proper  mission.  Gt>d  knows  that  I  would  not,  for  the  wealth  of 
worlds,  incur  ihat  responsibility ;    but  I  cannot  discover  justifiable 

?ounds  for  saying,  that  God  never  will  work  by  such  agency, 
on  may  believe  the  agents  culpable.  But  even  this  admitted 
would  not  prove  the  point,  because  God  may  express  his  dis- 
pleasure against  such  proceedings  in  other  ways  than  by  denying 
grace  to  those  who  irregularly  partake  of  his  ordinances, 

27.  So  far  as  my  own  judgment  serves,  it  leads  me  to  conclude, 
not  that  ordinances  so  partaken  of  are  ineffectual  to  individuals 
who  are  the  recipients,  but  that  the  practice  of  administering  them 
by  unauthorized  hands  gradually  leads  to  incurable  schisms  and 
disorders  in  all  societies  which  permit  its  continuance ;  and  that 
ikis  is  the  punishment  which,  sooner  or  later,  attends  the  disregard 
of  the  Divinely-instituted  order  and  government  of  the  Church, 
So  that,  in  ract,  a  Ministry  derived  by  Apostolical  succession, 
though  not  indispensable  to  the  maintenance  of  the  Church  in 
beinj^f  is  finally  essential  to  its  continuance  in  ti^^^being ;  as  there 
are  things  not  positively  necessary  to  life  which  are  yet  necessary 
to  health. 

28*  It  may  be  objected  that  we  ourselves  acknowledge  "the 
Church  of  Biome  hath  erred  in  matters  of  Faith  ;^^  (Art.  XIX.) 
and  yet  there  was  never  any  Church  more  careful  to  uphold 
resnlarity  of  succession  in  the  Ministry.  We  do  acknowledge 
this:  but  then  those  points  of  Faith  wherein  the  Church  of  Rome 
hath  erred,  the  Church  of  England  has  reformed ;  and  this  we 
regard  as  a  manifest  instance  of  God'^s  interposition  for  the  re- 
establishment  of  his  Truth,  through  means  which  He  had  Himself 
provided  to  secure  its  perpetual  preservation.  When  we  thus 
witness  an  instance  of  any  other  than  an  Episcopal  Church,  after 
smking  into  so  grievous  a  state  of  error,  manifesting  its  possession 
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of  the  inherent  yital  energy,  by  which  it  is  enabled  to  bring  back 
all  things  to  the  original  model,  and  also,  as  has  been  the  case  with 
our  own  Church,  while  it  rejects  whatever  savours  of  innovation, 
yet  holding  fast  all,  whether  of  Doctrine  or  discipline,  which  was 
included  in  the  holy  deposit  delivered  by  the  hands  of  the  Apostles; 
then,  but  not  otherwise,  we  shall  acknowledge,  that  our  Apostolical 
order  is  not  that  precious  and  important  object  which  we  now 
verily  think  it  is ;  and,  under  that  persuasion,  contend  for  it,  as 
for  one  among  the  main  bulwarks  of  the  Faith  which  was  once 
delivered  to  the  Saints. 

29.  It  has  been  my  endeavour  to  express,  in  clear  terms^  the 
grounds  of  the  conclusion  which  I  have  laid  before  you ;  because 
we  live  in  an  age  when  the  prevailing  disposition  is  to  explore  the 
foundation  of  things,  and  to  inquire  upon  what  footing  received 
opinions  rest. 

Cabb,  Bishop  of  Bombay. — 1841. 

8.  In  all  our  intercourse  with  our  flocks,  let  the  spirit  of  meek- 
ness be  found  in  us ;  let  us  be  cautious  of  being  lifted  up,  as  if  we 
were  any  thing,  or  knew  any  thing,  beyond  what  they  also  may 
learn  in  the  Word  of  Ood.  Hiffh  pretensions  in  the  priesthood  are 
not  always  connected  with  humility  and  true  spiritusdity  of  mind  ; 
more  frequently  the^  are  found  in  connection  with  a  spirit  of  self- 
seeking,  and  with  impatience  of  any  thing  like  control.  This  is 
seen  equally  in  the  Jewish  Priests,  who  conversed  with  our 
blessed  Lord,  in  the  Ministers  of  the  Papal  Church,  and  in  many 
leaders  of  other  bodies  and  sects.  Let  us  insist  upon  nothing 
as  necessary  to  be  believed,  nothing  as  really  sinftd,  but  what  we 
can  shew  to  be  so  from  the  Word  of  God.  I  fear  it  is  often 
pride  in  the  heart  which  makes  Ministers  seek  great  deference 
to  their  office.  The  very  attempt  to  obtain  it  will  rouse  our  people 
to  recollect  that  we  are  but  men,  like  themselves ;  and  they  will  not 
pay  attention  to  us  as  Ministers  of  Christ,  unless  they  see  the  man 
IS  mortified,  and  the  holy  and  meek  disposition  of  our  blessed  Lord 
exhibited  in  our  spirit,  and  temper,  and  conduct.  We  are  not  to 
be  ^^  lords  over  God^s  heritage,  but  ensamples  to  the  flock  i**  if  we 
teach  them  to  be  humble,  let  them  see  us  clothed  with  humility. 
We  have  not  the  power  to  compel  men  to  repent,  and  believe  the 
€^spel ;  but  we  may,  through  God^s  assistance,  win  them  by  our 
spirit  and  conduct,  and  so  lead  them  to  Christ. 

SuMNBB,  Bishop  of  Chbsteb. — 1841. 

27.  My  Beverend  Brethren,  I  combat  what  I  hold  to  be  a  mis- 
taken view  of  the  Church  and  Ministry,  because  I  believe  it  to  be 
mistaken,  and  not  because  it  is  a  principle  inexpedient  to  maintain. 
If  the  Doctrine  which  I  oppose  be  true,  let  it  be  enforced,  without 
peference  to  expediency  or  inexpediency.    But  certainly,  if  it  be 
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not  true,  we  have  every  reason  which  prudence  and  discretion  can 
furnish,  to  forbid  our  urging  it.  Had  an  enemy  devised  a  plan  for 
marring  our  usefulness,  he  could  not  have  formed  a  scheme  more 
likely  to  effect  his  purpose.  We  have  to  reclaim  a  population  to 
the  Established  Church  of  the  land,  which  has  been,  in  a  greater  or 
less  degree,  estranged  from  it  through  causes  to  which  I  am  un- 
willing to  allude,  lest  I  seem  unnecessarily  to  ^^  accuse  my  nation  i*^ 
estranged  firom  it  through  causes  for  which  the  present  generation 
is  not  accountable,  and  which  it  is  strenuously  labouring  to  remove. 
Can  we  admit  a  doubt  concerning  the  way  in  which  we  should 
approach  such  a  population  i  Must  it  not  be  on  the  broad  princi- 
ples of  the  Oospel,  proving  to  every  man^s  conscience  his  own  lost 
state,  and  proclaiming  the  mercy  of  God  in  '^  reconciling  the  world 
unto  Himself  not  imputing  their  trespasses  unto  them  T  Surely, 
to  set  before  persons,  circumstanced  as  the  people  of  this  country 
have  been,  the  exclusive  privileges  of  the  Church,  is  not  the  way 
in  which  we  can  expect  to  draw  them  within  her  walls.  If  they 
are  to  be  so  drawn,  the  Apostles  must  be  our  model.  These, 
whether  towards  the  uninstructed  heathen,  or  their  bigoted  coun- 
trymen, exercised  with  meekness  their  commission  ;  raised  no 
unnecessary  barrier  against  truths,  which  nature  is  but  too  reluc-^ 
tant  to  receive;  even  made  personal  concessions,  which  almost 
surprise  us,  if  by  any  means  they  might  gain  some.  And  this  one 
thing  they  did :  they  were  constant  and  unwearied  in  proclaiming 
that  only  name  under  heaven  given  among  men,  whereby  they  may 
be  saved.  Let  this  be  our  example.  Whilst  we  cannot  avoid 
desiring  to  bring  over  to  the  Church  those  whom  education  and 
former  habits  have  made  her  enemies,  let  us  shew  that  our  first 
anxiety  is,  that  they  be  converted  to  religion.  So  our  good  will 
not  be  evil  spoken  of,  nor  that  zeal  ascribed  to  party  spirit  and 
private  interest,  which  really  springs  from  honest  and  just  con- 
viction. 

28.  I  am  sure  that  my  Reverend  Brethren  will  judge  me  candidly 
in  this  matter.  Whilst  I  should  especially  regret  that  obstacles  were 
needlessly  interposed,  when  through  God'^s  blessing  so  much  has  been 
accomplished  towards  rendering  our  Church  available  to  all  its  pur- 
poses, I  must  not  be  suspected  of  disparaging  her  Ministers,  or 
undervaluing  their  sacred  call.  How  could  I,  knowing,  as  I  must 
know,  the  disinterested  exertions,  the  self-imposed  duties,  the  self- 
denying  labours,  which  prove,  of  so  many  around  me,  their  '*  election 
of  6od^  to  the  office  which  they  bear !  How  could  I  think  lightly 
of  a  Ministry  which  I  see  made  instrumental  to  the  highest  pur- 
poses of  Divine  mercy  ;  which  I  see  employed  to  tame  the  savage, 
to  enlighten  the  blind,  to  civilize  the  desert,  to  fertilize  the  wilder- 
ness ;  which  I  see  able,  through  the  grace  given  to  it,  to  reclaim 
the  profligate,  to  make  the  simple  wise,  to  comfort  the  mourner,  to 
strengthen   the   weak-hearted ;    to  send   light  into   the  darkest 
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recesses  of  indigence,  to  expel  Satan  from  his  strongest  holds  of 
wickedness  i  What  can  I  do  but  admire  the  man  who,  animated 
with  no  other  feeling  than  zeal  for  Qod^s  glory,  and  compassion  for 
his  fellow-men,  goes  forth  with  the  Bible  m  his  hand  to  meet  the 
contradiction  of  the  infidel,  and  the  sneers  of  the  lover  of  this 
world  ;  pursuing  the  service  of  his  Lord,  not  among  ^^  green  pas- 
tures, or  oeside  the  waters  of  comfort,^  but  amid  scenes  of  wretch- 
edness and  degradation  to  which  only  Christian  love  could  carry 
him  I  We  cannot  but  honour  those  whom  Qod  delights  to 
honour. 

29.  And  so,  again,  we  love  and  revere  our  Church ;  for  we 
believe,  nay,  know  her  to  be  ^'founded  upon  the  Apostles  and 
prophets,  Jesus  Christ  Himself  being  the  chief  comer-stone.'*^ 
We  believe  that  God  has  appointed  her  to  great  and  peculiar  dis- 
tinction. There  are  other  congregations  of  Christians  which  profess 
the  same  truths;  we  honour  them  also  with  brotherly  feelings; 
and  gladly  say,  '^  Grace  be  with  all  them  that  love  the  Lord  Jesus 
Christ  in  sincerity .'^^^  But  the  commanding  position  of  the  English 
nation  attaches  especial  importance  to  the  Church  of  the  English 
nation.  And  we  rejoice,  and  are  thankful  that  it  has  pleased  God 
to  distinguish  her  as  a  witness  to  Himself  in  all  lands ;  we  are 
thankful  that  the  Reformed  Church,  of  which  most  is  known  in 
foreign  countries,  is  a  Church  which  has  most  strictly  adhered  to 
primitive  Doctrine  and  discipline,  and  most  nearly  assimilates,  both 
m  the  Articles  of  her  Creed,  and  the  order  of  her  Ministers,  to 
Scripture  itself,  and  to  what  may  be  proved  from  Scripture.  Let 
us  be  content  with  these  advantages,  and  let  all  boasting  be 
excluded.  It  is  no  sign  of  greatness  to  vaunt  of  authority.  In 
the  sight  of  man,  as  well  as  God,  he  that  humbles  himself  is  more 
likely  to  be  exalted  than  he  who  boasts  of  himself  beyond  his 
measure,  and  assumes  an  authority  which  could  never  be  entrusted 
to  successive  generations  of  men,  unless,  like  the  Apostles,  they 


*  Mr.  Pkrcvval,  in  hiB  Letter  to  the  Buhop  of  Chester^  (pp.  11,  12,)  takes  oceaaon, 

from  this  passage,  to  accuse  his  Lordship  of  '*  palliating  the  guilt  of  Schism, 

making  as  though  it  were  no  offSenoe  at  all and  proffering  brotherly  feeling 

and  Apostolic  Mnediction  to  those  whom  the  discipline  of  the  Church,  which"  he  is 
''  set  to  administer,  declares  to  be  worthy  of  excommunication  ipao  facto  ;**  that  is, 
men  ''who  profess  the  same  truths**  with  the  Church  of  England,  and  ^  love  the  Lord 
Jesus  Christ  in  sincerity"  ! 

The  Bishop  op  Chbstsr  truly  observes,  that  ''the  comfort  and  peace  of  the 
Christian  world  would  be  greatly  increased,  if  it  were  commonly  understood  that  the 
unity  which  the  Scriptures  demand,  were  the  unity  of  those  who  hold  alike  the  ereat 
Doctrines  of  Christian  truth,  but  consent  to  diner  on  matters,  concerning  which. 
Scripture  does  not  carry  determinate  conviction  to  every  honest  mind."  But  his 
Lorde^p  does  not  "  palliate  the  guilt  of  iSo^tfm,**  (see  par.  1,  in  chap,  xi.,)  any  mere 
than  does  the  Archbishop  op  Cantbrbury,  when  he  speaks  of  "the  respectable 
Ministers  of  the  Orthodox  congregations  of  Dissenters  ;"  (Charge,  1840,  par.  1,)-— or 
the  Bishop  op  Oxford,  who  knows  "  no  reason  why  our  labours  should  be  leas  bleeeed 
than  those  of  our  Dissenting  Brethren,'^    (Charge,  1838,  par.  9.)— En. 
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were  enabled  to  read  the  heart.*  But  though  none  can  forgive 
sins,  save  God  only ;  though  regeneration  is  not  of  the  will  or  of 
the  work  of  man,  but  of  God,  whose  Spirit  bloweth  where  it  listeth ; 
— there  is  much  allotted  to  us  which  we  may  justly  prize  as  a 
talent,  and  esteem  as  an  office,  if  rather  its  infinite  importance  may 
not  give  ns  cause  to  tremble  at  the  possession.  It  is  much  to  sit  in 
the  Apostles^  seat,  and  hold  the  office  which  they  held.  We, 
like  them,  are  '^  ambassadors  for  God  :^  our  calling  is  like  theirs — 
we  entreat  men,  for  Ghrist^s  sake,  to  be  reconciled  unto  God.  We 
are  stewards  of  his  mysteries ;  we  are  overseers  and  shepherds  of 
his  flock.  And  as  successAil  anibassadors ;  as  faithful  stewards ; 
as  diligent  overseers ;  as  watchful  shepherds ;  if  the  Holy  Spirit 
working  with  us  enable  us  so  to  prove,  we  shall  need  no  higher 
honour,  we  shall  want  no  greater  dignity.  And  as  in  no  other  way 
can  we  attain  to  real  dignity ;  so  in  no  other  way  can  we  secure  to 
ourselves  the  authority  to  which  we  are  entitled.  We  could  not, 
in  this  land  of  light,  maintain  the  fatal  claims  which  the  Romish 
Priests  assume,  and  which  nothinc;,  except  the  darkness  in  which 
they  shroud  their  people  could  enable  them  to  preserve.  We  pity 
them,  whether  deceivers  or  deceived  :  God  forbid  that  we  should 
either  imitate  or  envy  them. 

30.  But  if  we  so  tend  the  charge  committed  to  us,  that  they 
grow  and  flourish  as  the  flock  of  the  true  Shepherd  ;  they  will  not 
feil  to  esteem  us,  at  least  as  much  as  it  is  good  for  frail  and  fallible 
men  to  be  esteemed.  We  shall  have  to  the  fiiU  as  much  honour  as 
we  can  bear.  The  greatest  joy  of  an  Apostle  is,  when  his 
*' children  walk  in  the  truth.*"  And  the  surest  sign  of  an  Apostle 
is,  that  in  which  St.  Paul  took  comfort,  '^  the  work  of  Faith,  and 
labour  of  love,  and  patience  of  hope,^  which  his  disciples  exercised, 
which  resulted  from  his  Ministry,  and  proved  that  God  was  with 
him.  To  '^  turn  many  to  righteousness ;  that  is  real  pre-eminence. 
To  *^  win  souls^  to  Christ ;  that  is  lasting  honour.  To  "  take 
heed  to  ourselves  and  to  the  Doctrine  ;^  that  is  both  'Ho  save  our- 
selves, and  them  that  hear  us.*"  To  preach  the  Word,  to  be 
instant  in  season  and  out  of  season,  to  testifv,  both  publicly  and 
from  house  to  house,  repentance  towards  God,  and  Faith  towards 
our  Lord  Jesus  Christ ; — this  is  to  be  the  successor  of  the  Apostles. 
To  be  '^  gentle  unto  all  men  ;  apt  to  teach ;  patient ;  in  meekness 
instructing  those  that  oppose  themselves:^  this  is  to  be  a  ''man  of 
Gk)d.'*'  And  in  the  great  day,  when  many  who  have  been  first 
may  be  last,  they  who  have  most  faithfully  laboured  to  turn  men 
from  darkness  to  light,  from  the  power  of  Satan  unto  God ;  they 
will  have  the  surest  rejoicing,  and  wear  the  brightest  crown. 

Whately,  Archbishop  of  Dublin. — ISil. 
Vide  tuproy  in  Chap.  IX. 

*  See  Mr,  BentonU  ^ve  DUoourtei :  Diflconne  i.  and  ii. 


300  constitution  of  the  church  : 

Mant,  Bishop  op  Down  and  Connor,  and  Dromore. — 1842. 

50.  We  now  proceed  to  consider  another  class  of  topics  on 
which  some  cautionary  reflection  may  be  useful ;  and  as,  under  the 
former  division,  the  movement  may  be  judged  to  have  a  Rome- 
ward  tendency,  that  which  is  now  to  be  considered  claims  attention, 
as  having  an  undue  tendency  towards  Geneva.  Situated  as  the 
Anglican  Ohurch  is  between  the  two,  and  subject  as  she  is,  and 
heretofore  has  been,  to  temptations  on  either  hand,  it  is  prudent 
that  our  eyes  should  be  turned  occasionally  towards  each,  and  that, 
in  the  height  of  our  disapprobation  and  alarm  at  the  one,  we  be 
not  drawn  aside  to  take  friendly  counsel  with  the  other. 

51.  And  here  our  first  caution  shall  have  regard  to  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Church  and  the  commission  of  her  Ministers. 

52.  There  are  those  who  regard  such  things  as  among  the  non- 
essentials of  Christianity;  and,  according  to  their  views,  every 
association  of  men,  calling  themselves  Christians,  is  a  Church; 
and  every  man  who  takes  upon  himself,  or  receives,  through 
whatever  channel,  the  office  of  preaching  in  a  so-called  Christian 
congregation,  is  a  Minister  of  the  Church.  It  is  not  my  purpose 
to  enter  upon  these  questions  as  presented  to  us  by  Holy  Scrip- 
ture, further  than  to  say,  that  the  assumptions  here  noticed  seem 
altogether  at  variance  with  God's  will  and  Word.  But  speaking 
to  you,  my  Brethren,  as  Members  and  Ministers  of  our  national 
Church,  I  would  warn  vou  against  these  assumptions,  as  opposed 
to  her  authoritative  declarations  and  ordinances. 

53.  By  her  Nineteenth  Article,  ''  the  visible  Church  of  Christ  is 
a  congregation  of  faithful  men,  in  the  which  the  pure  Word  of  God 
is  preached,  and  the  Sacraments  be  duly  ministered,  according 
to  Cbrisfs  ordinance,  in  all  those  things  that  of  necessity  are 
requisite  to  the  same.*"  By  her  Twenty-third  Article,  "it  is 
not  lawfiil  for  any  man  to  take  upon  him  the  office  of  public 
preaching,  or  ministering  the  Sacraments  in  the  congregation, 
before  he  be  lawfully  called  and  sent  to  execute  the  same ;  and  by 
the  same  Article,  "  those  we  are  to  judge  lawfully  called  and  sent, 
which  be  chosen  and  called  to  this  work  by  men  who  have  public 
authority  given  unto  them  .in  the  congregation,  to  call  and  send 
Ministers  into  the  Lord's  vineyard.'"  By  the  preface  to  her 
Ordination  Services,  she  declares  that  "  it  is  evident  unto  all  men 
diligently  reading  the  Holy  Scriptures  and  ancient  authors,  that 
from  the  Apostles'  time,  there  have  been  these  orders  of  Ministers 
in  Christ's  Church :  Bishops,  Priests,  and  Deacons ;  which  offices 
were  evermore  had  in  such  reverent  estimation,  that  no  man  might 
presume  to  execute  any  of  them,  except  he  were  first  called,  tried, 
examined,  and  known  to  have  such  qualities  as  are  requisite  for 
the  same  ;  and  also  by  public  prayer  and  imposition  of  hands,  were 
approved  and  admitted  thereunto  by  lawful  authority."  And, 
therefore,  by  the  same  preface,  she  pronounces,  that  "  to  the  intent 
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thai  these  orders  may  be  continued,  and  reverently  used  and 
esteemed  in  the  united  Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  -no  man 
shall  be  accounted  or  taken  to  be  a  lawful  Bishop,  Priest,  or 
Deacon,  in  the  united  Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  or  suffered 
to  execute  any  of  the  said  functions,  except  he  be  called,  tried, 
examined,  and  admitted  thereunto,  according  to  the  form  hereafter 
following,  or  hath  had  formerly  Episcopal  consecration  or  ordina- 
tion. By  the  Ninth  English  Canon,  adopted  in  the  Fifth  Irish, 
entitled  ^'Authors  of  Scmsm  in  the  Church  of  England  censured," 
she  pronounces,  '^  that  whosoeyer  shall  hereafter  separate  them- 
selyes  from  the  Communion  of  Saints,  as  it  is  approved  by  the 
Apostles^  rules,  in  the  Church  of  England,  and  combine  themselves 
in  a  new  brotherhood,  accounting  the  Christians,  who  are  conform- 
able to  the  Doctrine,  government,  rites,  and  ceremonies  of  the 
Church  of  England,  to  be  profane  and  unmeet  for  them  to  join 
with  in  Christian  profession  ;3  let  them  be  excommunicated  ipso 
factOy  and  not  restored  but  by  the  Archbishop,  after  their  repentance, 
and  public  revocation  of  such  their  wicked  errors."  By  the 
Eleventh  English,  and  Fifth  Irish  Canon,  entitled  *'*'  Maintainers  of 
Conventicles  censured,"  she  pronounces,  ^'  whosoever  shall  hereafter 
affirm  or  maintain,  that  there  are  within  this  Realm  other  meetings, 
assemblies,  or  congregations  of  the  King'^s  born  subjects,  than  iuch 
CLshythe  laws  of  the  land  are  held  and  allotced,^  which  may  rightly 
challenge  to  themselves  the  name  of  tnte  and  latoful  Churches ;  let 
him  be  excommunicated,  and  not  restored  but  by  the  Archbishop, 
after  his  repentance,  and  public  revocation  of  such  his  wicked 
errors."  And,  according  to  these  plain  propositions  is  the  perpetual 
current  of  her  Liturgical  devotions ;  whilst  in  her  ordination  ser- 
vices, and  in  her  prayers  for  the  Emberdays,  she  supplicates  blessings 
upon  her  Ministers  of  that  ''  Almighty  God,  who,  by  his  Divine 
Providence,  hath  appointed  divers  orders  of  Ministers  in  his 
Church  ;"  whilst,  in  her  morning  and  evening  prayer,  she  beseeches 
Almighty  God  to  ''  send  down  upon  our  Bishops  and  Curates,  and 
all  congregations  committed  to  their  charge,  the  healthful  spirit  of 
his  grace" ;  whilst  in  her  Litany  she  teaches  her  people  to  "  beseech 


3  Are  there  not  many  amon^  the  "  Orthodox  congregations**  of  "  our  Dissenting 
Brethren,'"'*  to  whom  this  description  is  whoUy  inapplicable  ?  Are  such  men  to  be 
regarded  as  ipso  facto  cut  off  from  the  Church  of  Chnst? — See  note  2,  p.  298^  supra, 

'^  It  18  provided  by  Art.  5,  of  the  Irish  Union,  that  "  the  Doctrine,  worship,  dis- 
cipline^ and  government  of  the  Church  of  Scotland  shall  remain  and  be  preserved^  as 
the  same  are  now  established  by  law,  and  by  the  Acts  for  the  Union  of  the  two 
Kingdoms  of  England  and  Scothuid.** 

It  would  seem,  therefore,  that  the  censure  of  the  Canon  does  not  extend  to  all 
in  whom  '*  Samaria  finds  her  likeness,"  though  they  may  not  be  *'  blessed  with 
the  Apostolical  commission  by  Episcopsil  Ordination/*  This  consideration  may  not, 
perhaps,  be  altogether  unworthy  the  notice  of  certain  Clerical  agitators,  who  would 
tain  induce  their  Brethren  to  regard  as  ipso  facto  excommunicate,  every  Dissenter 
in  their  parishes. 

The  italics  in  the  text  are  not  his  Lordship's— En. 
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the  good  Lord  to  heftr  them,^^  that  go  ^'it  may  please  Him  to 
illuminate  all  Bishops,  Priests,  and  Deacons  with  true  knowledge 
and  understanding  of  His  Word  ;^  and  in  the  same  Litany  instructs 
them  to  call  on  the  ^'^ood  Lord  to  deliver  them,^  as  ^'from 
all  sedition,  privy  conspiracy,  and  rebellion,^  so  also  from  the 
correlative  Spiritual  or  Ecclesiastical  evils,  namely,  ^'from  all  false 
Doctrine,  Heresy,  and  Schism.*" 

54.  By  these  authoritative  testimonies  of  our  national  Church,  it 
is  abundantly  plain,  that  we,  her  Ministers,  are  pledged  to  maintain 
the  Ministerial  office  in  its  threefold  division,  as  transmitted  from 
Apostolical  origin  by  the  imposition  of  Episcopal  hands,  to  be 
necessary  to  the  constitution  of  a  true  and  lawful  Member  of  the 
Church,  and  to  the  due  preaching  of  God'^s  Word,  and  Ministration 
of  His  Sacraments ;  and  that  we  are  pledged  to  account  '^  schism,^ 
or  a  wilfiil  separation  from  the  Church,  to  be  a  grievous  »n,  and 
them,  who  are  guilty  of  it,  to  be  deserving  of  severe  punishment. 
Those  who  are  not  blessed  with  the  Apostolical  commission  by 
Episcopal  Ordination,  and  who  separate  themselves  from  the  Com- 
munion of  Saints  in  such  a  rightly  constituted  Member  of  the  holy 
Catholic  Church,  are  apt  to  make  light  both  of  the  blessing  and  of 
the  sin,  erring  therein  as  widely  from  God^s  will  in  His  Holy  Word 
as  from  the  judgment  of  His  Church.  But  on  this  it  is  not  my 
present  business  to  dwell ;  rather,  it  is  my  business  to  caution  you, 
as  Ministers  of  the  Church,  and  in  accordance  with  her  avowed 
principles  and  rules,  not  to  be  betrayed  into  an  adoption  of  the 
modern  latitudinarian  notion,  the  fruit  of  puritanical  inventions 
about  the  era  of  the  Reformation,  of  confounding  self-constituted 
sects  with  lawful  Churches,  and  imagining  schism  and  sectarianism 
to  be  no  sin. 


Maltby,  Bishop  of  Durham. — 1843« 
Chcarge  to  the  Clergy  of  Hexhamshire. 

In  drawing  your  attention  to  other  points  connected  with  the 
Ministerial  office,  I  allude  with  satisfaction  to  the  final  settlement 
of  the  question  of  Lay-Baptism ;  because,  while  the  law  appeared 
to  be  placed  in  doubt,  it  became  an  occasion  of  perplexity  to  some 
among  our  Brethren,  and  could  not  but  add  to  the  causes  of  strife, 
which  already,  in  too  great  a  degree,  check  the  growth  of  those 
best  fruits  of  the  Gospel,  charity  and  peace. 

The  decree  of  Sir  John  Nicbol,  establishing  the  validity  of  Lay- 
Baptism,  has  not  only  been  confirmed  by  his  learned  successor,  Sir 
Herbert  Jenner,  but  when  his  judgment  was  appealed  against,  it 
received  additional  sanction  from  the  judicial  committee  of  Privy 
Council.  I  am  sure  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  enforce  upon  you, 
my  Brethren,  obedience  to  the  law  as  now  declared ;  but  I  may 
express  a  persuasion,  that  it  be  a  relief  to  you  to  know  that  the 
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law  bas  thus  decided.^  Yon  maj  now  gratify  a  feeling  of  charity 
towards  those  who  differ  from  yon,  without  any  alloy  of  doubt 
respecting  the  propriety  of  officiatiDg  in  all  similar  cases,  at  the 
service  appointed  for  the  burial  of  the  dead. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. — 1842. 

82.  In  a  cause,  which  has  recently  excited  more  than  ordinary 
interest  throughout  the  land,  by  reason  of  the  great  Theological  and 
Spiritual  questions  which  were  mixed  up  in  it,  fiual  judgment  was 
given  by  an  ex- Lord  Chancellor,  an  ex- Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Court  of  Common  Pleas,  a  Puisne  Judge  of  the  same  court,  and 
the  Judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Admiralty — four  men  of  high 
character,  and  yery  high  attainments,  but  not  exactly  such,  as  any 
one  man  in  the  Realm  would  have  selected,  to  ventilate  the  ques- 
tions, which  they,  whether  necessarily  or  unnecessarily,  connected 
with  the  point  they  had  to  decide. 

83.  Of  that  judgment,  you  will  not  suspect  me  of  any  inclina- 
tion to  speak  with  disrespect ;  for  it  does,  in  truth,  confirm  and 
sanction  the  view,  which  I  have  been  in  the  habit  of  stating  to 
those  among  you,  who  have,  from  time  to  time,  applied  to  me  for  a 
solution  of  their  doubts,  in  respect  to  the  burial  of  infants  baptized 
by  Wesleyans.  But  the  extraneous  matters,  on  which  the  learned 
judges  thought  fit  to  put  forth  their  opinions,  are  of  too  grave 
importance  to  the  Church,  to  be  carelessly  heard,  or  lightly  passed 
over ;  and  this  alone  is  a  sufficient  reason  for  a  Bishop  saying  some- 
thing on  them  to  his  Clergy.  Moreover,  I  apprehend,  that  the 
effect  of  the  judgment  itself  is  commonly  very  much  misconceived ; 
and  therefore  it  is  desirable  that  you  should  be  informed  what  it 
really  is.     It  amounted  to  no  more  than  this,  that  ^'  a  Minister  may 


*  The  Editor  of  a  weekly  journal,  called  the  Cfhurch  Iniettiffencer,  thus  alludes 
to  the  judgment  of  the  Privy  Council  in  the  case  of  MatUn  y.  Eioott: — 

''  After  this  Erastian,  anti-Catholic,  and  anti-Church  decision,  it  only  remains  for 
the  Clergy  so  to  act  that  in  future  they  may  neither  he  obliged  to  violate  their  con- 
scienoes  nor  to  suffer  persecution.  This  will  be  effectually  prevented  b^r  the  CUergy 
pretenHng  every  Ditaenting  parUhioner  to  the  Bishop  qf  the  diocese  1 1  who  is  bound  to 
pfroceed  to  excommunicate  them ;  and  being  thus  excommunicated,  the  Clergy  will 
ncyt  have  to  suffer  any  pains  and  penalties,  nor  have  to  violate  their  consciences  by 
refmfaic  to  call  them  *  dear  Brethren*  *V  / 

It  wm  scarcely  be  believed  that  the  writer  of  the  above  paragraph  is  a  Clergyman  of 
the  Church  of  England,  or  that  he  was,  for  many  years,  to  use  his  own  phrase,  a 
**  Teacher  of  Dissent.**  To  such  an  extent,  however,  does  he  carry  his  antipathy 
to  hiB  former  Brethren,  that  he  has  thoueht  it  necessary  to  offer  a  formal  apolojg^ 
to  the  readers  of  his  paper,  for  having  aceiaentally  inserted,  in  his  obituary,  the  death 
of  ihe  wife  of  a  Dissenting  Minister  f  I  Surely  the  annals  of  bigotry  and  intolerance 
ean  scarcely  furnish  a  more  deplorable  instance  than  this. 

The  same  individual  has  been,  for  some  time  past,  in  the  receipt  of  subscriptions 
from  various  **  Sons  of  the  Church,**  who  are  anxious  to  *'  come  forward  to  the  help  of 
the  Lord** !  and  their  **  Holy  Mother,**  bv  instituting  proceedings  in  the  Ecclesiastical 
Court,  against  Elisha  Bailey,**  (a  Wesleyan  Minister,)  ''for  breaking  the  law«  in 
prenuning  to  baptize** !  !^Ed. 
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not  refuse  to  burj,  with  the  office  of  the  Church,  the  corpse  of  an 
infant^  baptized  by  a  Layman^ 

84.  As  the  court  stated,  "  nothing  turned  upon  any  suggestion 
of  heresy  ^r  schism ;  the  alleged  disqualification  was  the  want  of 
Holy  Orders  in  the  person  ministering.'^ 

85.  Now,  this  consideration  must  very  much  mitigate  any  alarm, 
which  the  judgment,  before  it  was  understood,  may  have  excited 
within  the  Church — as  well  as  abate  somewhat  of  the  tone  of 
triumph,  with  which  it  is  said  to  have  been  hailed  out  of  the 
Church.  In  the  case  decided,  the  deceased  infant  had  been  bap- 
tized by  a  Wesleyan  teacher ;  of  whom  it  was  not  said,  in  the 
allegation  of  the  defendant,  that  he  was  either  heretic  or  schismatic. 
Of  course,  therefore,  the  court  regarded  him  as  neither  one  nor  the 
other.  Had  schism  been  pleaded,  as  affecting  the  efficacy  of  the 
Baptism,  the  court  must  have  noticed  it.  Whether  such  a  plea 
would  have  altered  the  judgment,  it  would  be  presumptuous  in  me 
to  conjecture.  It  is  enough  to  say,  that  the  judgment  left  this 
very  important  point  just  where  it  was.  It  only  decided,  I  repeat, 
that  a  Minister  is  bound  to  bury  an  infant^  who  had  been  baptized 
by  a  Layman,  It  did  not  so  much  as  decide,  that  he  is  bound  to 
bury  an  adult^  who,  having  been  so  baptized,  had  never  sought  to 
have  the  deficiencies  of  his  Baptism  duly  supplied.  This  point 
would  still  remain  undecided,  even  though  the  Layman  adminis- 
tering Baptism,  without  authority,  were  himself  a  member  of  the 
Church. 

86.  But  much  graver  questions  remain.  What  is  the  effect  of 
Baptism  administered  out  of  the  Churchy  that  is,  by  heretics  or 
schismatics!  Though  sufficient  to  render  rebaptization  unlawful, 
does  it  confer  all  that  Baptism  in  the  Church  confers  \  I  speak 
not  now  of  the  spiritual  grace  of  that  blessed  Sacrament,  though 
much,  very  much,  here  presses  on  our  thoughts ;  but  I  speak  not 
now  of  this  most  interesting  point — it  is  somewhat  foreign  to  our 
subject,  which  is  confined  to  external  privileges.  Does  the  Baptism 
of  adults  by  heretics  or  schismatics  give  to  the  baptized — does  such 
Baptism,  even  of  infanta^  give  to  them,  when  the  age  of  infancy 
shall  he  past^  admission  into  the  Catholic  Church,  a  title  to  its 
Communion,  participation  in  its  privileges!  If  it  does  not, j what  is 
necessary  to  supply  its  deficiencies ! 

87.  These  are  questions  which  must,  I  apprehend,  be  seriously 
considered,  and  satisfactorily  answered,  before  any  sober  judge 
will  venture  to  decide,  that  a  Minister  is  bound  to  use  the  office  of 
burial  over  the  body  of  one  baptized  by  a  heretic  or  schismatic, 
who  shall  have  continued  to  live,  and  died,  an  adult  out  of  com- 
munion with  the  Church.  Yet,  the  possibility  of  any  such  ques- 
tions seems  scarcely  to  have  presented  itself  to  either  of  the  two 
courts,  which  pronounced  the  judgment  in  the  late  case.  If  it 
had,  they  must  have  abstained  from  using  words,  somewhat  larger 
than  the  occasion  called  for ;  words,  which  may  mislead  the  unwary 
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into.a  belief,  that  they  hare  decided  questions,  which  do,  in  truth, 
remain  untouched ;  .in  particular,  they  would  not  have  intioiated, 
that  if  unlaVfttI  Baptism  is  valid,  so  tar  as  to  make  rebaptizatibn 
nnlawAi],  it  is  fully  ahd  completely  Tftlid'to  all  effects  whatever. 

88.  Bui  as  such  a  coilGlusion  can  be  drawn  only  from  their 
reasoniiMy  not  from  the  judgmeiit.  It  is  fairly  open  to  controversy. 
I  thererore  jscruple  not  to  affirm,  that,  should  such  ever  be  the 
decision  of*  any  G6urt,  it' will,  be  contrary  (I  do  not  say  to  the 
Eccleriastical  law  of  this  land,  for  of  that  it'  would  be  presumptuous 
in  me  to  «peak  thus  Confidently,  but)  tii  the  uniform  Doctrine  of 
the  primitive  Fathers,  to  the  decrees  of  council^  to  thb  whole  stream 
of  duthorities  resp'ecting  the  effect  of  heretical  and  schismatical 
Baptism,  including  the  most' eminent  6f  those  writers,  on  whom 
both  courts  relied-  f6r  the  soundness  of  their  own  dicta  on  this 
point. 

89.  I  will  mention  only  one,  but  one  who,  in  such  a  matter,  is 
initdr  tmnium'-r-l  mean  the  incomparably  learned  Bingham.  I 
refer  to  him  the  more' readily,  because  he  ha!s'  never  been  est^^med 
too  high  a  Churchman.  He  is  cited  both  by  the  learned  Judge  of 
the  Arches,  and  by  the  Court  above,  as  an  authority  for  the  validity 
of  unlawfal  Baptism.  Ahd, '  without  all  doubt,  he  asserts  its 
validity..  Bit  dbes  he  ^itseft  it ff  sufficiency  f  So  far  from  it,  that, 
althougli  He  was  one, of  those  who,  in  the  great  controversy,  which 
took  macci'a'htiiidred  and  thirty  years  agiof — that  very  controversy 
to  whidi  both  Courts  referred  as  of  much  importance  to  their  rea- 
soning— though  Biuffham  was  among  those  who  then  maintained 
the  validity  of  Schismatical  Baptistn  agiainst'  Lawrence,  Brett, 
Waterland,  and  others,  yet  he  admitted,  or  rather  he  shewed,  by  a 
most  elaborate  researdh  into  the  history  of  all  ages  of  the  Church, 
that  such  BaCpti^,  il^ougfa  valid  so  far  as  to  precltide  rebaptization, 
had  yet  very  great  deficiencies;  that  it  gives  not  spiritual  grace, 
nor  remission  of  sins  ;^   nay,  that  it  does  not  give  (what  is  more  to 

*  The  foUowing  passages  will  shew  what  was  the.  opinion  of  Hooker  on  this 
hnportant  question ::—  ^ 

*'Siih  the  Church  of  God  hath  hitherto  always  constantly  maintained,  that  to 
rebapUze  tUeni*  which' are  known  to  have  received  true  Baptism  is  unlawful ;  but 
if  Baptlsin  seriously  be  rea^bmUisterM  in  the  same  element,  and  with  th^  same  form 
of  words,  which  Christ^  institution  teacheth,  there  is  tw^iher  defect  m  ihe  world  that 
can  miUce  H  frustrate,  or  depriwii^ofthefuUwre  of  a  true  Sacrammt  ,i  «od  lastly^  that 
fiaptism  is  only  then  to  be^  administered,  when  the  first  deliTery  thereof,  is  void, 
in  i^enurd'Of  the  fore-altsged  imt>erfBctions,  and  no  other :  shall  we  now,  in  the  case  of 
Baptnm.*whid),  having  (both  fb^  matter  and  form)  the  substance  of  Christ's  institu- 
tion, &,  by  a  fdurth  sbrt  of  men,  voided  for  the  only  defect  of  Ecdesiastical  autherity 
fai  th^  Miniiit^,  think  it  enough  that  they  blow  away  the  force  thereof  with  the  bare 
strength' tyf  their  vei^ healthy  by  saying,  'We  take  such  Bi^itism  to  be  no  more  the 
Sadrametitof  Baptism;  than  an^  other  ordinary  bathing  to  be  a  Sacrament  ?* "  .  v  .  .  . 
.....  '^Sitfano  defect  in  their  vooation  that  teach  the  truth  is  able  to  take  away  the 
benefit  thei^eof  from  him  that  heareth,  whe^fore  should  the  want  of  a  lawful  caUmg  in 
them  that  iM^itize  makB  l^ptism  to  be  vain?^* 

.  .  .'.  /'Stfch  are  their  fumbling  shifts  to  enclose  the  Minister^  vocation  within  the 
eompMsof  soitlD  itieetUkU  part  of  the  Saerament.>  A  thing  that  can  never  ttand  with 
sound  and  sinoere  eonsirueHon.^*  .    .        r  r  . 
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our  immediate  purpose)  actual  admissioD  into  the  Church,  nor  an 
actual  right  to  Church  privileges ;  though  it  gives  a  right  to  claim 
admission  into  the  Church,  and  to  its  privileffes,  on  submitting  to 
the  due  course  for  having  its  deficiencies  supplied, — ^which  was  by 
imposition  of  hands,  and  invocation  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  upon 
repentance,  and  return  to  the  Catholic  Church.  He  further  says, 
^^  The  rules  and  the  practice  of  the  Church  of  England  for  these 
last  two  hundred  years,""  (he  wrote  a  hundred  and  thirty  years 
ago,)  '^  are  char :  no  rule  was  made  that  such  as  were  not  baptized 
by  a  lawful  Minister  should  be  rebaptized  ;  but  they  were  required 
to  receive  the  Bishop^s  confirmation,  and  then  were  admitted  to  the 
Eucharist  and  the  pri'Mege  of  Christian  burial^  neither  of  which 
were  allowed  to  unbaptized  persons.^* 

90.  When  such  is  the  language  of  the  highest  authority  whi<^ 
can  be  produced,  I  think  I  shall  not  1)6  going  too  fitr  in  saying, 
that  the  point  really  decided  has  left  the  pretensions  of  heretics 
and  schismatics  to  confer,  by  their  Baptism,  a  right  of  burial  by 
the  Ministers  of  the  Church,  very  questionable  at  the  utmost,  if 
indeed  questionable. 

*  SoHoIomHo  HtMtory  q/|  Lojf-BapHim^  P^  II.,  Ep.  Ded.  oet.,  p.  exlvu.  I  indade 
these  last  words  in  my  citation,  lest  I  be  accused  of  keeping  rack  something  which 
may  sound,  at  first  hearing,  unfavoorable  to  my  arrament.  They  have,  in  tnitfa, 
nothing  to  do  with  it ;  having  been  introduced  by  Bingham,  in  confirmation  of  his  own 
judgment,  ^^n  the  other  part  of  the  question,  the  validUif  of  Schismatical  Baptism. 
His  reasoifipgiB,  that  imposition  of  hands  in  the  Church  being  held  to  be  both  neces- 
sary, and  .sufficient,  to  supply  the  deficiencies  of  such  Baptism,  and  to  admit  to  the 
Eucharist,  and  to  Christian  Burial,  to  which  unbaptized  persons  could  not  be  admitted, 
it  is  plain  that  persons  who  have  receiFcd  such  Baptism  Are  noi  wnbapHMeiL 


...  ^  AH  .that  bdonseth  to  the  mptHeai  petftcHfm  of  Baptism  outwardly,  is  the 
element^  the  ,u>ord,.and  &e  aerifmt  applutaiwn  qf  b(^  unto  &tm  ufhkh  reoeivm  both  f 
whereunto  if  we  add  that  secret  reference  which  this  action  hath  to  life  and  remitsion 
qfsins,  by  virtue  of  Christls  own  compact  solemnly  made  with  his  Churdi,  to  accom- 
plish full^  the  Sacrament  of  Baptism,  there  is  not  any  thin||;  moxe  required.  Now  put 
the  question,  whether  Baptism  administered  to  infants,  without  any  spiritual  calling, 
be  unto  them  both  a  true  Saorament,  and  an  effectual  instrument  ^f  aracey  or  else  an  act 
of  no  more  account  than  the  ordinary  bathings  are :  the  sum  of  all  that  can  be  said  to 
defeat  such  Baptism  is,  that  those  things  which  have  no  being  can  work  nothing;  and 
that  Baptism,  without  the  power  of  ordination,  is  as  a  judgment  without  sidlcient 
jurisdiction — ^void,  -frustntte,  and  of  no  effect  But  to  this  we  answer,  that  the  fruit  of 
Baptism  dependeth  only  upon  the  covenant  which  God  hath  made:  that  God  by 
covenant  requireth,  in  the  elder  sort.  Faith  and  Baptism ;  in  children,  the  Sacrament 
of  Baptism  alone,  whereunto  he  hath  also  ffiven  them  right,  by  special  privilege  of 
birth,  within  the  bosom  of  the  Holy  Church ;  that  infants,  therefore,  wnich  have  received 
Baptism  eompletey  at  touching  the  myatiaal  perfection  theretf,  are^  by  virtue  4>f  his  own 
covenantand  promise,  deaneedfrom  all  sin  ;  forasmuch  as  all  other  laws,  concemin^  that 
which,  in  Baptism,  is  either  moral  or  EUsolesiastical,  do  hindlhe  Church  which  giveth 
Bi^ism,  and  not  the  infant  which  receiveth  it  of  the  Church.  j5o  that,  if  any  thing 
be  therein  amiss,  the  harm  which  growttth  hy  violation  of  Holy  Ordinances,  must 
altogetiier  rest  where  the  bonds  of  such  ordinances  hold.  For,  that  in  actions  of  this 
nature  it  fareth  not  as  in  jurisdictions,  may  somewhat  appear,  by  the  very  opinion 
wh\ch  men  have  of  them.  The  nuUity  of  that  which  a  Judge  doth  by  way  of  auiJiori^^ 
without  authority,  is  known  to  all  men,  and  agreed  upon  wiUi  full  consent  of  the  whole 
world ;  eve^  man  receiveth  it  as  a  general  edict  of  nature ;  whereas  the  nullity  of 
Baptiom,  in  regard  of  the  like  defect,  is  only  a  few  men\i  new,  ungrounded,  and  as 
yet  unapproved,  imagination. "— Hooker,  Ecclesiastical  Polity,  Book  ▼•,  sect,  62.— .Ed. 
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91.  True  it  is,  that  the  Oottrt  of  Arches  did  propound,  and  in 
very  decided  terms,  an  opinion  the  very  contrary  to  this  conclusion 
of  Bin^am^s.  It  said,  ''^  Nothing  can  be  more  clear^  from  the 
whole  history  of  the  Church,  from  its  very  early  ages,  or  at  least 
from  the  time  when  8t,  Augustine  flourished,  in  the  fourth  and  fifth 
centuries,  down  to  the  time  of  the  Reformation,  and  from  that 
time  down  to  the  year  1712,  than  that  the  Baptism  of  persons 
who  were  baptized  by  any  person,  other  than  a  lawful  Minister, 
was  considered  to  be  valid  and  sufficient,'*'^  This  is  strong  language ; 
we  might  have  supposed  that  the  last  word  had  dropped  per 
tncuriam^  had  it  not  been  immediately  repeated  once  and  again,  in 
suck  a  manner  as  to  shew  that  it  was  used  purposely  and  advisedly ; 
for  thus  the  Court  proceeds :- — "  And  if  it  was  valid  and  sufficient  at 
that  time,  it  is  equally  valid  and  sufficient  now.^ 

92.  Here,  then,  we  have  the  Court  and  our  great  Ecclesiastical 
antiquarian  diametrically  opposed  to  each  other,  on  a  matter  pecu- 
liarly belonging  to  the  learning  of  the  latter.  In  such  a  case,  we 
should  not  be  deemed  deficient  in  due  respect  to  the  Court,  if  we 
rather  deferred  to  the  authority  of  Bingham ;  even  though  it  were 
left  a  question  merely  of  authority.  But  the  Court  has  not  left  it 
entirely  thus.  It  has  cited  St.  Augustine,  and  the  conference  at 
Lambeth  in  1712,  in  testimony  of  the  accuracy  of  its  own  state- 
ment. 

93.  I  will  meet  its  statement  respecting  St.  Augustine,  with  a 
citation  from  that  Father,  even  where  he  is  speaking  as  favourably 
as  possible  of  unlawfril  Baptism  : — ^'Nequaquam  dubitarem  habere 
eofl  Baptismum,  qui  ubicumque  et  a  quibuscunque  illud  verbis 
evangelicis  consecratum,  sine  sua  simulatione,  et  cum  allqua  fide 
accepissent :  <^uanquam  eis  ad  salutem  spiritualem  non  orodesset^'^ 
si  caritate  caruissent,  qua  OatholiecB  inserentur  Ecelesice.^j 

*  CmrteUr  Report,  Mastin  v.  Esoott,  p.  27^.  t  Aug.  de  BapL,  L  vii.  6S. 


7^1  know  there  are  many  sentences  found  in  the  books  and  writing  of  the  Ancient 
Fatfaersy  to  prove  both  EoelesiastiiaJ  and  also  moral  defects  in  the  mmisterinff  of  Bap- 
tism a  bar  to  the  hea/venly  benefit  ^kereqfs  which  sentences  we  always  so  understand^ 
as  Augustine  understood,  in  a  case  of  like  nature^  the  words  of  St  Cyprian.  ...... 

Alter  tlie  same  manner^  whutsoeyer  we  read  written,  if  it  sound  to  the  prejudice  of 
Baptism,  through  any  moral  or  Ecclesiastical  defect  therein,  we  continue  it  as  equity 
and  reason  tei^eth,  with  restraint  to  the  offender  only;  which  doth,  as  far  as  con- 
eemeih  himself  and  them  whidi  wittingly  concur  with  him,  make  the  Sacrament 
of  Gk>d  fruitless. 

**  St.  Ac70U9nNB*s  doubtfulness,  whether  Baptism  by  a  Layman  may  stand,  or  ouffht 
to  be  readministerod,  should  not  be  mentioned  by  them  which  presume  to  define 
peremptorilv  of  that  wherein  he  was  content  to  profess  himself  unresolved.  Albeit,  in 
very  truth,  his  opinion  is  plain  enough ;  but  the  manner  of  delivering  his  judgment 
being  modest,  they  make  of  a  virtue  an  imbecility,  and  impute  his  calmness  of  speech 
to  an  irresolution  of  mind. 

**  His  disputation  in  that  place  is  against  Parmenian,  which  held  that  a  Bishop  or  a 
Priest,  if  they  fidl  into  any  heresy,  do  iheroby  lose  the  power  which  they  had  before  to 
baptize ;  and  that,  theraforo,  Baptism  by  heretics  is  merely  void.  For  answer  whereof 
he  first  denieth  that  heieey  can  more  deprive  men  of  the  power  to  baptim  others,  than 

X  2 
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94.  Now  this- she w%  nndeniably,  that  Saptism  '.by  . nnlairfal 
Ministers,  is  not^  in.  the  judgment  of  St..  Aagusttne,  $mfioi0n(^  of 
iisd/t  either  to  confetr.  spiritual  grace^  or 'to  insert. into  the  Qatfaolic 
Church.     It  al^  shews  that,  eyeniu  his  time,  it  .Was  a.i^eatiaiof 
great  doubt,  whether  such  Baptism  was,  indeed,^  so  faar  valid,  Ihat 
it  ought  not  to  be  repeated.     He  says^ithat.  the  question,;bad  *noi 
been  so  decided  b^  the  Church ;    but  thttt  if  he  were  pceseni  in 
any  council  in  which.it  were  considered,  an<^  would  he  his  Judgh 
ment;  •        '.  I»t.    •   -ii-   •    'vl, .     ..   ..... 

<  95;  So*  much  for  St.  Augnstink,  the  early  authority  of  tJ^, Court 
of  Arches,  for  its  opinion,  that  ^'  Bapidsm  by  luiy;persoD.ojtherihaa 
a 'lawful  Minister,  was  considered,^  not  only  ^^valid,""  but  also 
^^ sufficient,'^ •  .  ./  ■     i     .  .  •  ,    a.,  f    .    i-;',.  .- 

96.  I  will  now  look  io  its  modem* authorityt for  the: same. stater 
ment,  the  Cdnferencesat  Lambeth,  of  •  1712.  That  Oopfepeice  put 
forth  a  declaration,  signedl  by  the  Archbishop,  of  Canterbavy,^  an«L 
many- of  theiffishops,  'SThat,  in  confoimity  with  >the.  judgments 
and  practice  of  the  CaAhoUo  Church,  ^and.  of  the  Church  oC.Eaglanii 
ID  particdlar,  such  persons  as  have  been  already  baptized. in  or  with 
watet,  >in  the  name  )of  the  Father,.  Sota,  and  Holy  Ghost,  of^ht  not 
tohshaptiaied(igainC^  '         ,.       .  >        •  r.    :•  .i..!. 

/97-  Such  is  the  Dedaration  of  1712— on.the  &oe>.of  ity.yety  far 
short  of  the  statement  of  the  Court  of  Arches.  It  declarea  that 
Baptism,  howeyer  unlawfully  ministlsred,  is  yalid,  so;that'  it  ought 
not  to  be' repeated  ;  but  it  says  not  one  word<al>out  M» -sufficiency. 
Haye  we  any  evidence  to  shew  the  judgment  of  this,  same;  Con- 
ference on  this  latter,  point,  the  sufficiency  of  unlawfoL  .Baptism  2 

Yes,  a  most  undeniable  one^  which  I  proceed  to  adduce > 

98.  Bingham,  only  two  years  after  the  Conference,  published  the 
second  part  of  his  "  Scholastic  History  of  LayrBaptism,^  and.dedi^ 
cated  it  to  Trelaumey,  Bishop  of  Winchester.  In  the  Epistle 
Dedicatory^  we  read  the  following,  passive  :-^- :  .«  .' 

^^  Your  Lordship  did  not  so  much  as  know  what  subject  I  was  upon,  till  it 
was  finished ;  nor  did  I  perfectly  know  your  Lordship's  sentiments  upon  the 
point,  till  yon  wete  pleased  to  hononr  me  with  a>  letter  of  thanks  for  my^book, 
and  tell  me  that  you  exceedingly  approved  of  it;  and  particularly  that  part  of 
it  which  treats  of  the  efficiency  of  heretical  and  schismoHcal  ^Saptisnis,  (ML  of 
the  obligation  those^  who  are  so  baptized,  lie  under  td  fetutn  to  tht  unity  of  the 
Churchy  in  order  to  have  the  defects  of  their  Baptfsm  suppUid  by  imposition  of 
hands  in  Cor^rmatiom  which  was  the  usual  way  of  supplying  suoh  '4ejEeGts^ 


it  is  of  fopoe  to  take  from  them  their  o^fjk  Ba{itism:>fend|  in.the  aeoood  place,  he 
further  addeth,  that  if  heretics  did  lose  the  power  which  before  was  gii!e&  them  by 
ordinatioD,  and  did,  therefore,  unlawfully  usurp,  as  often  as  they  took  upon  them 
to  give  the  Soorament  of  Baptism,  it  followeth  not,  that  Baptism^  by  them  adminis- 
tered, is  no  Baptism.  For  then  what  should  we  think  of  fiaptoa  by  Layman*  to 
whom  authority  was  never  riven?  .... 

.  ^  .  .  .  ^<  The;^rao0  of  Baptism  oometh> by  d[>Qati9afr«inOedaloi»e^.  TbiMtiGod 
hath  committed  the  Ministry  of  Baptism  unto  special  men,  it  is  for  order's  sake  in  hia 
Churel^  and  not  to  the  end  that  their  authority  might  give  being,  or  add  more  force> 
to  the  Saciament  itself. '^..Hooksr,  Ecetenastical  Polii^,  Book  v.,  sect  iS^^Ev, 
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according  to  the  general  mle  and  practice  of  the  ancient  Church.  Your 
Lordship  was.pleaaed  also. to.  acquaint  me^  wiih^vhat  I  did  not  imderstai^d 
b^ore,  QMkt  alt  Xhe  Bishops  of  boik  provinces  were  unanimous^  of  the  same 
opinion  which  I  hai  defended^  and  thought  there  were  other  Ways'  6i  supplying 
a  faulty  Baj^tism,  than  by  rehaptizatibn,  if  given  in  due  form  by  a  Layman : 
and  though  your  LordBhip  did  not  consent  to  sobscoibe  the  resolution,  which 
was  theft  intended  to  be  orawn  up^  yet  it  was  not  because  you  dissented  £rpm 


dd..  So  mtiich  fbr  the  statement  of  the  Coilrt  of  Arches  respecting 
the  jnd^^nt  of  live  Cdnference  of  1712,  that  "  Baptism  by  other 
than  a  kwfiil  Minister  is  b6th  valid  and  sufficient'^ 

100.  The  higher  Court,  while  it  speaks  wijh  great  respect  of  the 
judgment  of  that  Conference,  states  it,  howerer,  to  h6  "chifcflj 
valuable,  as  bearing' testimony  to  the  fact;  that  the  construction  of 
t^e  Rubi^c^  of  1603  and  1661  was  acted  upon  ;  which  construction 
assumed  no  chanbfe  to  hare  taken  place  in  the  formed  law,  the 
cofhtMm  law  of  ml  Christendom  before  the  Reformation ;  a  law 
which  was  recognised  by  the  statutes  of -Edward  and' Elizabeth, 
and  which  Nothing  but  express  enactment'  could  klbrogate.^'f      ' 

101.  This^  therefore,  is  the  Idte^  on  tehich  the  Court  founds 'its 
'Jttdjfmefii^      ^' 

102.  Set  US  ftee'iirhat  it  states  this  law  to'  he : — ''  The  Statutes  of 
f^dwa^  YI.  and. Elizabeth,'"  it  says,  ^'recognised  the  right  of  ^^9^ 
person  to  b'tirial  with  the  Church  Service  ;*'  riot  even  excepting 
excomimdnicates.  '   '  • ;        . 

'  lOd. 'Now,  with Hiufeigned  reluctance,  which  nothing  but  a  ^nse 
of  dUiy  could  overcoine,  I  hninbly  iiubmit,  that  those  statutes  do 
not  r'ecbgnii^  that  power  which  the  Court  here  affirms;  and  for 
this  plain  reai^n,  that/*  the  fomleT  law — the  comihon  law  of  all 
Christendonl,  before  the  Kefbrtnaiion^i— in  other  wotds,  the  Canon 
Law,  which,  in  this  particular,  was  everywhere  received,  and, 
especiially  in  this  feouiitry,  T^-an  the  verjr  contrary  to  what  the 
Court  represents  it  to  have  been.  Instead  of  ^ving  to  "  every 
person  a.  right  to  burial  with  the  Church  Service,^  it  expressly 
forbade  such  burial  of  any  who  died  npt  in  th&  cdnimuiiion,  and  in 
th^  Peace  of  the  Church : — '^  Quibus  non  communicamus  vivis,  nee 
morttiis  b6mmunicamus.^  '  It  w^nt  further ;  it  commands,  that  if 
the  bodies  of  any  of  these  liad  been  so.  buried,  they  should  be 
dittnterred,  and  cast  out  of  th^  Church  burial-ground.  Nay,  it 
pronounced  excommunicatioii  ipsa  fhcto  against  every  one  who,  in 
coniempiof  the  keya  of  the  Church,  isboiud  dare  Co  bury  pe;rQons 
6fHli{ly  sort  m  Churches  or  cemeteries^]: 

"*  Bnr^Attj'Parti'IIv,  SfeheiastUyHuiorg  sfUt^BapHtm,  Ep.  Ded.,  p.  exLm,  oet 

'    ^.ffM^m^,>Bieetf>o/'MteiMlii,'pw  14<  

^  X  Extra  L  3,  t.  28,  c.  12  : —  **  Sacris  est  Canonibna  institotam,  ut  ^oibiiB  non  OGm* 
nranieaiilNBU'mk,  nto  oottunimioeiimB  defcmctiB,  et  nt  <iat<eant  Eedenasfeica  SgniUuns 
qui  prins  erant  ab  EoclesiaBtica  Unitate  preedsi,  nee  nisi  in  artioulo  mortis  Kodesia 
leconciliati  f nezint.    Undoi  si  oontingat  interdum^  qnod  yel  Ezeommiinicatomm  oor- 
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104.  Haviog  tlius  stated  what  I  believe  to  be  really  the  Oanon 
Law  on  this  subject — adopted  in  England,  and  therefore  part  of  onr 
common  law — I  turn  again  to  the  Courtis  statement  of  the  right 
which,  ^'  by  the  common  law  of  all  Christendom  before  the  Reforma- 
tion, and  recognised  by  the  statutes  of  Edward  V I.  and  Elizabeth,^ 
every  person,  not  excepting  excommunicates,  had,  in  1603,  when 
the  Canon  was  made, — a  right  to  burial  with  the  service  of  the 
Church.  If  there  could  otherwise  be  a  doubt,  whether  this  be  the 
Court's  meaning,  that  doubt  is  removed  by  what  it  afterwards  says 
of  ^^  the  Rubric  of  1661,  which  forbade  the  Burial  Service  in  eases 
of  suicide,  excommunicates,  and  persons  unbaptized,  A  right  ffyr- 
merly  existing  was  thus  taken  atroy,  at  least  in  some  cases  ;^*  the 
cases  therein  specified. 

105.  Now,  in  the  face  of  the  Courtis  dictum  on  this  subject, 
(fortunately  it  was  no  more  than  a  dictum,)  I  venture  to  repeat  my 
denial,  that  the  statute^  to  which  it  refers,  the  2  and  3  Edw.  VI., 
c.  1,  and  5  and  6  Edw.  VI.,  c.  1,  and  1  Eliz.,  c.  2,  and  8  Eliz.,  c.  1, 
recognise  any  such  universal  right ;  and  for  the  reason  which  I 
have  already  given,  that  those  statutes  say  nothing  in  derogation, 
much  less  in  abrogation,  of  the  received  Canon  Law,  which,  as  the 
Court  says,  was  '^  the  common  law  of  all  Christendom.^ 

106.  But  I  must  go  further :  I  must  contend  that  the  statute 
law  of  England,  in  1 603,  did  itself  forbid  the  burial  service  of  the 
Church  to  oe  performed  over  the  corpse  of  an  excommunicate. 

107.  I  refer  to  a  statute  of  Elizabeth,  which  the  Court  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  notice,  though  by  its  very  title  it  might  seem 
to  invite  notice  m  such  an  inquiry ;  I  mean  the  13th  Elizabeth, 
c.  12,  entitled  ^^  An  Act  for  Ministers  to  be  of  sound  Religion^ — 
the  statute,  which  established  the  \^  Articles  of  Religion  of  the 
Church  of  England  ;^  and  which,  because  it  established  them,  is 
made  by  the  Act  of  Union  with  Scotland  to  be  an  essential  part  of 
the  Treaty  of  Union,  and  a  fundamental  law  of  the  land. 

108.  Now  of  these  Articles,  thus  made  to  be  so  especial  a  part 
of  our  statute  law,  the  Thirty-third,  entitled  *'*'  Of  Excommunicate 
Persons,  how  they  are  to  be  avoided,''  runs  as  follows : — "  That 
person,  which  by  open  denunciation  of  the  Church  is  rightly  cut 
off  from  the  unity  of  the  Church,  and  excommunicate,  ought  to  be 
taken  of  the  whole  multitude  of  the  faithful  as  an  heathen  and 
publican.^  Unless,  therefore,  a  heathen  is  entitled  to  burial  with 
the  service  of  the  Church,  which  no  one  yet  has  had  the  hardihood 
to  affirm,  neither  is  an  excommunicate. 

pora,  ^  yiolentiam  aliquomm,  vel  alio  oasu,  in  CsBineterio  tnmiilentnr,  si  ab  aliomm 
oorponbos  diBcerni  potenmt,  ezhumari  debent^  et  procul  ab  Eodesiaatica  Sepultura 
jactarL*' 

Wincb.  296  b.  Pursuant  to  the  second  part  of  this  law,  there  is,  in  Archbishop 
Winchelflev*B  Register,  an  express  order  ''todiffupan  eMoommfoUoaie,  who  had  been 
buried  in  the  church  wd.** — Otbtoriy  400. 

And  no  historical  hct  is  more  certain  than  that  the  bones  of  Widiff  were  Judidally 
disinterred  and  cast  out. 

*  Judgment^  Escott  v.  Mastin,  p.  8. 
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109.  So  much  for  the  law,  common  and  statute,  applicable  to 
this  point.  That  both  the  one  and  the  other  are  contrary  to  the 
statement  of  the  Court,  may  be  the  less  unsatisfactory  to  the  yery 
emiuMit  persons  who  composed  it,  if  an  opinion  be  eorrect,  which 
I  scrapie  not  to  submit,  that,  supposing  the  law  were  what  they 
haye  stated  it  to  be,  the  judgment  pronounced  by  them,  irreyersible 
as  it  is  in  effect,  might  not  be  altogether  sustainable  in  reason. 

110.  For  if  ''^  every  person,^  noteyen  excepting  excommunicates, 
had,  as  the  Court  states,  a  ^'  statutory  right  to  burial  with  the 
seryice  of  the  Church,^  it  follows  that  the  Sixty-eighth  Canon,  on 
which  the  late  suit  was  founded,  takinff  away  that  riykt  in  the  case 
of  excommunicates,  must  be,  ipso  faeto^  yoid ;  for  I  need  hardly 
say,  that  a  Canon  purporting  to  extinguish  a  right  created  or  reco^ 
nised  by  the  law  of  the  land,  is  not  worth  the  paper  on  which  it  is 
printed.  But  if  this  be  so,  how  can  a  criminal  proceeding  be 
founded  on  such  a  Canon ! 

111.  The  only  way  to  escape  the  consequence  herein  suggested, 
seems  to  be,  the  putting  a*  construction  on  the  Canon,  which  is  not 
yery  obyious,  nor  yery  satisfactory,  especially  when  the  purpose 
must  be  the  sustaining  of  a  criminal  prosecution.  *  Could  it,  then, 
far  this  purpose^  be  maintained,  that  when  the  Canon  says,  ^'  No 

Minister  shall  refuse  to  bury  any  corpse  that  is  brought  to  the 
Church ;  and  if  he  shall  refuse  to  bury  such  corpse,  except  the  party 
deceased  were  dewmnced  excommunieate^  majori  excammtinicatione ; 
could  it,  I  ask,  be  maintained,  for  ihe  sole  purpose  of  sustaining  a 
criminal  preseeutionj  that  this  exception  is  not  meant  to  deny  the 
right  of  the  excommunicate  to  burial,  but  only  to  exempt  the 
Itfinister  from  Canonical  punishment,  if  he  set  that  right  at  naught ! 

112.  Happily,  the  Canon  needs  no  such  strained  construction. 
In  its  natural  and  unfMtsed  meaning,  it  is,  as  we  haye  seen,  in  per- 
fect aocordanee  with  both  the  common  and  the  statute  law,  as  that 
law  existed  when  the  Canon  was  made. 

113.  Happily,  too,  the  judgment  is  not  only  irreyersible,  but 
may,  we  doubt  not,  be  shewn  to  be  sound  ;*  though  the  particular 

*  I  YentorB  to  subpiit^  thai  a  bapti^  infant,  even  though  baptized  in  a  sohismatical 
or  heretical  oonsregation,  beinc  entitled  to  reception  into  the  Chnrcb.  and  to  all 
its  privileges^  whenaoeyer  he  sEall  seek  imposition  of  hands,  and  do  what  else  the 
Church  saay  require^  if  he  die  before  he  come  to  jrears  of  reason,  onght  to  be  re- 
garded like  all  other  infants  dying  in  infancy :  that  justice,  as  well  as  charity,  bids  us 
presume  of  such  infimt,  that,  if  lie  had  been  penmtted  to  live,  he  would  have  done 
what  his  dnty  required ;  and,  therefore,  that  he  is  to  be  dealt  with  accordingly. 

I  once  entertained  strong  doubts  respedang  those  infants,  who  are  Iwptized  by 
persons  hsretieal  in  the  fundamental  Article  <^  the  Trinitv ;  thinking  that,  as  such 
persons  do  not  beUeye  in  the  Divinity  of  the  Father,  and  of  the  Son,  and  of  the  Holy 
OhosL  their  Baptism  eannot  be  deoned  Baptism  in  that  Holy  Name.  I  answered 
aocorcdngly  one  or  two  ^  my  Clergy,  who  i^olied  to  me  for  solution  of  their  own 
doubts  on  this  point.  I  think  it  necessary,  therefore,  thus  to  declare,  that  further 
oonaideration,  and  the  balance  of  tiie  authorities  of  the  early  Church,  have  brought  me 
to  a  different  mind. 

I  say  **the  babmee  of  authorities;** — for,  undoubtedly,  that  side  of  the  question 
which  numbers  St,  Athanasius  and  St.  Hilary  among  its  advocates,  cannot  be  said 
to  be  without  grave  authority.    But  not  only  the  greater  number  of  Fathers,  but  the 
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line  of  argament  pursued  by  the  Court,'  be  not  such  as  commatids 
unqualified  assent. 

114.  The  exception  in  the  Canon  must  yet  detain  us  for  a  few 
moments;  for,  if  I  mistake  ndt^  it  will  be  fouhd  to  have  a  very 
important  bearing  on  the  main  question..  .        ' 

115.  It  appears  to  me  to  shew  very  plainly  the  descripticm  of 
persons  to  whom  alone  the  indefinite  phrase  >^  any  corpse  which 
shall  be  brought'*^  must  be  understood  to  apply — ^namely,  thbse, 
and  only  those^  who  may,  for  sufficient  reasons,  incur  sentence  ^f 
excommunication— in  other  words,  Members  of  the  Church  i  for 
these,  and  only  these,  ean  he  etBCommunieated — the  centred  of  the 
Church  haying  scope  and  direction  only  within  the  Churchy  and  oyer 
its  own  Members. 

116.  This  just  principle,  which  always  guided  the  ancient 
Catholic  Church  in  all  its  discipline,  and  is,  indeed,  of  the  Very 
essence  of  that  discipline,  was  particularly  illustrated  in  its  dealing 
with  those  who  had  been  baptized  in  heresy  or  schism.  When  any 
of  them,  being  brought  to  the  knowledge  of  the  truth,  sought 
reconciliation  with  the  Church,  they  were  not  required  to  go 
through  the  same  stages  of  penance,  as  the  Canons  required  of 
Penitents  in  the  Church :  ^^  6ut  they  seem^  says  Singham,^.  ^^  to 
haye  been  reconciled  in  a  more  compendious  way,  more  suited' to 
their,  state  and  condition,  as  Mrangeri  and  /oreiffhersy  now  just 
entering  within  the  pale  of  the  Ghur^i^  »  n       .< 

117.  Surely,  this  same  principle  may,  and  -ought  to  bd  taken*  as 
the  true  rule  of  iaterpreting  the  Canons  of  our.  own  Church;  for 
it  flows  from,  and  realizes,  the  express  injunction  of  Holy  Scrip- 
ture, that  we  "judge  not  them  that  are  without,^  but  leaye  them 
"  to  their  own  Master,^  to  whom  ."  they. stand. or  fall.r    . 

118.  And  here,  speaking  of  ^Hbepale  of  th6  Church^^'  I  'am 
sorry  to  be  obliged  to'  remark  on  one  unhappy  sentence,  which  is 
stated,  in  the  report,  to  haye: fallen  fr<»n  the  higher  Court  in 
deliyering  its  Judgment ;  for  it  went  the  whole  length  of  subyerting 
the  most  approyed,  and, :  until  so  denied,  we  should  have  thought 
the  most  undeniable,  principle  respecting  Schismatics — "  Heretic 
without,  ot  Sthismafic  within  the  gaU  of  the  (fhifrqA'**^i&  gjiyen  as 
the  J^nguage  of  the.Cpujrt.  ;.  '  kI'.    -     .i.^-  .    , 

ll9i  That  so  portentous,  and,  considering  the  -authority  to 
which  it'  is  ^scribed^  so  ibisc^ieyoud  di;  dddcrip'tioh '  bf  Sebistnafic, 

Canonft  ot  CouBcils,>^,vi^.»  jl»  Cooet^tinople,  Adee,  .I»aodioea,<,Tniilft  ii\%kfi  ihe 
baliuice  indiqe  strongly;  tp  the  other  sije.  :The, Eighth  Caa^Q  of  tha  Cauuil  o£.Nioe 
was  ^Serently  interpreted,  accpr<iU\g  to.  the  different  viewB  of  Ihooe  wfaoJnter- 

prete4it..     ,  ,.,.f  ^  .     .  ,   .  •     .     .-..- * 

.  St.  Augustine  briefly  states  his  yiew  of  th^  liia,tter  tQ  bej  that. the, Chnfcfa does  not, 
an4  du^t  not  toro^ptize  those  who  have  l>een  hapti^edywUh  iha. words  •£  our  Xord^s 
institution,  by  any  heretics  whomsoever  ;  beeause  such  Baptism  is  not  properly  the 
Baptism  of  hi^m  wh^  ministers,  but  Cl^Vs^^Si^  .B&QH^u,  SehoUuiia  Hilary  qf 
J^on^w^,  Part  J.,  c..i,,s.20..  •  -  ..  , 

*  JEoclesiasiiodJ  AnHquUy,  xix.,  c.  2,  s.  7. 
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would  net,  even  in  the  most  ihcaniions  moment,  be  reall j  •  uttdred 
in'  snch  a  place,  we  have  some  special  right  to  hope,  because  it  is 
expressl^^ontradicted  by  the  very  law  which  the  Court  administers 
in  the*  last  resort.'  *  The  view  taken  of  Schism,  by  the  Canon  Law 
IB,  ihsLtiSo  Jar  asany  are  Schismaties,  90  far  ihey  €ire  out  of  the 
CkurcAJ  It  is-tkns  expressed  by  Lyndwood,  of  whom  the  learned 
Jndgt^  of  the  Arefaeb  teH6  ns  thai  ^'he  is  the  standiard  authority  on 
allpoints  of  theOanon  Law  Irhich  may  arise  in  the  admioistration 
of  justibe  in  these  Courts  i^  ''  Schisma  est  recesgm  ab'  Ecdesia^  eel 
in  pariey  wl  in  totoJ"  Again,  '^  Schisma  est  illicita  dibisio  'per 
inohe^eniiam  abtmitaU  Bccie9i€e'fBciAJ*''-'--Lyn^  - 

t  120.  I  have  been  compelled  to  notice  this  strange  dictum,  because 
it  has  actually  been  cited  to  me  by  one  of  my  CSergy,  (who  had 
published  cerlaih  notions  coilceming  schism,'  which  called  far  my 
animadversioD}  ais  ^the  view  taken  by  the  highreet  Ecclesiastical 
Court  of'  the  land,  'the  Judicial  Committee  'of •  Privy  Council.  '  In 
th<0  luminooasr  judgment  deKvered  by  this  august*  tribunal,'^  said 
he,  *Hhe '  distinction  is  clearly  taken  between  a  heretic  and  a 
schismatic;  a  'heretic^' is*  otie -^  without,^  a  ' schismatic^is  one 
•within,' the  Church.''*       * 

121. 'Now,  if' the -Court  really  uttered  what  is  ascribed  to  it,  a 
stronger  illustratioh  cannot  be  wanted  of  the  mischief  of  a  judge, 
bowever' generally  learned,  flinging  about  his  random"  sayings  on 
matters,  of  high  andv'saored  import,  without- even  seeking : that 
ordibary  mef&sore  of 'infonriiation,  which  educated  men,  indeed, 
mi^t  hi  expected^  to-  bring  with  them.  For  tb^  Supreme  Court  of 
jSizledastieat'ihidieAtxire  to  'ialk  thus  wildly  about '^c^ism,  is  not 
lesr  startling;  than  it  wobM  ;be  to  bear  tho  Court  of  Queen^s  Bench 
proclaiming  'Hhe  cqmmiinity  6f  Christian  men^s  ^ods;'^ 

128.  'Before  we  leave  this*  matter  altogether,  it*  is  right  to  say 
that  t^0  Court  itself 'Seems  to  have  been  startled  at  the  largeness 
of  its  own  construction  of  the  general  words  of  the  Canon ;  tor-  it 
sugfijibsts  that  ^^-plortions-of  the  Burial  Service  itself'  wou\d  prdbailif 
exdnAi^pei^is  not  €AriHia^y  We  thank  the  Court 'for  this 
recognition" of  the  inipdrtant' principle,' that  the  Canon  must  "be 
construed  with  due  consideration' of  the  matter  and  occasion  to 
whjch^it  refers;  in  other^  words^  that  the  nature,  and  purpose,  and 
ieridi  of  the  Burial  Service  must  control  the*  use  of  it.  And  if, 
extendiiig  the  expfression  of  the  Court's^meaning  h  little  Idrther^  we 
should  say  (inl^tead  of  probably)  this  ^'^  vrbvli  eertainfy  exclude 
^ersom  not  Christians,^ -should  We  be  very  presemptuous!  So^  far 
from  it,  that  I  venture  to  think  that,  even  if  <  the  fiubric  of  1661 

*  That  in  a  large  and  improper  sense  of  the  word  Church,  indudine  all  whom  Grod 
hath  called  hv  the  reyelation  of  his  Truth  from  the  unbelieving  world,  a  schismatic 
may  be  said  ta  be'withiii  It,  no  Me  WiU  ^eny ;  bat>  te  this  s^nse  of  the  word,  a  heretic, 
too,  18  equally  within  the  Church.  Such,  however,  is  not  the  sense  in  which  an 
Ecclesiastical  Court  can  be  supposed  to  use  the  word  \  nor  can  any  sane-peawn  ad- 
risedlyspeaac,  in  tius-SMise,  of  <<  the  pale  of  the  Ohuroh«**^  *'  The  pale  of  the  Church,'* 
eM  vi  iermmi,  impties  ITfuiy  ;.  Schism,  ex  vi  termitU,  imp'^e»  breach  qfAat  UnUy, 
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bad  never  existed  (which  forbids  the  use  of  the  office  to  the 
**  unbaptized'"),  a  Minister  who  should  so  abuse  the  Church  Burial 
Service,  as  to  use  it  over  the  corpse  of  a  Jew  or  a  Mahometan, 
would  be  liable  to  Ecclesiastical  censure.     The  Canon  Law  itself  is 

Elain  on  this  point.  Even  catechumens,  dying  before  they  are 
aptized,  are  excluded  from  burial  with  the  Service  of  the  Church.* 
Accordingly,  both  Sir  John  Nicholl-f-  and  Sir  Herbert  Jenner}  say, 
that  'Hhe  old  law  equally  prohibited  the  interment,  with  the 
prayers  of  the  Church,  of  those  who  had  died  unbaptized  by  their 
own  fault.'' 

123.  The  observation,  therefore,  of  the  higher  Court,  that  by 
this  prohibitory  Rubric,  "a  right  formerly  existing  was  taken 
away,'"  is  utterly  without  foundation.  In  truth,  all  the  cases 
enumerated  in  that  Rubric  were  before  excluded,  by  the  Canon 
Law,  from  interment  with  the  office  of  the  Church.§ 

124.  This  consideration  is  important,  not  merely  as  affecting  the 
statement  of  the  law  by  that  Court,  but  also  as  provine  that  the 
general  words  of  the  Sixty-eififhth  Canon  must  alwaya  have  been 
interpreted  with  many  limitations  ;  that,  in  truth,  they  applied  to 
those  only  who  died  Members  of  the  Church. 

125.  6ut  the  Court,  we  have  seen,  limits  its  own  limitation  to 
^*  persons  not  Christians.''  Now,  ^'  Christians"  is  a  very  vague 
term,  and^  in  such  a  question  as  we  are  at  present  concerned  with, 
reouires  some  accuracy  in  distinguishing,  before  it  can  convey  a 
sufficiently  definite  meaning.  Of  heretics  and  schismatics,  we  deny 
not  that  they  are  Christians,  if  by  *'  Christians"  is  meant  that  they 
are  not  heathens ;  that  they  have  received  Baptism^  which  not  onW 
makes  it  unnecessary  and  unlawful  that  they  be  again  baptiafied, 
but  also  gives  them  a  right,  on  their  testifying  a  wish  to  be 
received  into  the  Church,  making  a  confession  of  the  true  Faith, 
and  seeking  a  reconciliatory  imposition  of  hands,  to  be  received 
accordingly. 

126.  But  if  by  ^^  Christians"  is  meant,  in  the  full  sense  of  the 
word,  the  fiidee^  **  faithful  men,"  those  who  hold  the  Catholic 
Faith,  and  are  in  the  Unity  of  the  Holy  Catholic  Church,  then,  so 
long^  as  any  persons  continue  heretical  in  their  opinons,  or  schisma- 
tical  in  their  conversation,  we  are  bound  to  deny  to  them  ail  right 
to  that  name,  and  to  the  privileges  which  it  implies.  With 
''Christians,"  in  the  former  sense  of  the  word,  we  would  hold 
internal  eommunion,  the  communion  of  charity;  but  we  cannot, 
consistently  with  our  duty  to  the  Church,  and  even  to  themselves,  |[ 
hold  external  communion. 

127.  The  learned  Judge  in  the  Court  below  recognises  the  same 

*  Item  placuit,  ut  CateohumeniB  mne  redempiione  bjAptiBmi  defqnetifl,  neqne  ob- 
latbnis  oommemontio,  neque  peallendi  impencUtur  omcium.  Bnoar.  Cao.,  35 ; 
OUMon,  450. 

'     t  Kempe  and  Wickes  (2  Phil.  268).  ±  Mastin  and  Esoott  (CurteiB,  264). 

9  1  Cor.  V.  A  i  I  Tinu  L  20.  H  Oibaon,  vJbi  xvpra. 
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principle,  and  in  a  manner,  I  may  be  permitted  to  say,  mnch  less' 
unsatisfactory  tban  the  Gonrt  above.  '^  The  object  of  the  Church, 
and  of  the  Legislature  which  confirmed  the  Babric,^  says  he, 
^^  must  have  been  to  exclude  from  the  offices  of  the  Church  all 
those  ioko  had  never  been  admitted  into  it  by  Baptism ;  all  those 
who,  having  been  once  admitted  into  it,  had,  for  some  grievous 
offence,  been  excluded  from  it ;  and,  thirdly,  all  those  who,  dying 
in  the  commission  of  mortal  sin,  had,  by  their  own  act,  renounced 
the  privileges  of  Christianity.^*  This,  I  say,  is  a  recognition  of 
the  same  principle,  that  the  use  of  the  offices  of  the  Church  can  be 
proper  only  in  the  case  of  those  who  have  been  admitted  into  the 
Church,  and  have  never  either  been  excluded,  or  excluded  them- 
selves, from  the  Church.  It  is  true,  that  he  assumes  it  as  un- 
deniable, that  persons  are  so  admitted,  if  baptized,  whoever  may 
have  been  the  Minister ;  whereas  we  have  seen,  by  the  authority 
of  Binffham,  that  neither  heretical  nor  schismatical  Baptism  does 
admit  mto  the  Church.  Consequently,  on  the  sound  principle  thus 
recognised  by  both  Courts,  it  does  not  entitle  persons  so  baptized 
to  the  offices  of  the  Church. 

1 28.  The  principle  of  which  I  speak,  and  which  is  thus  recog- 
nised in  the  judgment  of  both  courts,  is,  indeed,  so  obrious,  that  it 
may  seem  hardly  to  need  this  high  authority,  which  vet  we  rejoice 
to  see  given  to  it.  It  is  a  principle  constantly  applied  in  respect  to 
the  Bubrics  and  Canons. 

129.  For  instance,  the  Fifty-ninth  Canon  requires,  under  very 
heavv  penalties,  "every  Parson,  Vicar,  or  Curate,  upon  every 
Sunday  and  Holiday,  diligentlv  to  hear,  instruct,  and  teach  the 
youth  and  ignorant  persons  of  his  parish,  the  Catechism  set  forth  in 
the  Common  Prayer.^  Is  he  to  teach  ignorant  persons,  who  are 
unbaptized^  this  Catechism  !  They  are  included  under  the  general 
terms  of  the  Canon,  yet  the  very  nature  of  this  Catechism  makes 
it  manifest  that  they  are  not,  cannot  be,  included  in  its  sense. 

130.  Again  :  the  Rubric  of  the  office  of  "  Visitation  of  the 
Sick"^  says,  "  When  any  person  is  sick,  notice  shall  be  given  thereof 
to  the  Minister  of  the  parish,  who,  coming  into  the  sick  person's 
house,  shall  say,"  as  is  there  appointed.     Here  the  phrase  ''^any 

S»r8on"  is  so  large  as  to  include  Jews,  Turks,  infidels,  and 
eretics,  as  well  as  Members  of  the  Church;  yet  will  any  one 
gravely  assert  that  the  Church's  office  of  ^'  Visitation  for  the  Sick" 
ought  to  be  used,  or  can  properly  be  used,  to  ^^  any  persons^  who 
are  not  Members  of  the  Church ! 

131.  Nay,  in  respect  to  the  very  Canon  in  question,  the  Sixty- 
eighth,  no  one  will  contend  that  the  words  ''  any  corpse^^  must  not 
be  limited  to  those  who  have  a  right  to  burial  in  the  particular 
parish  churchyard  to  which  the  corpse  is  brought.     It  is  plain, 

*  OwrUU"  JUporU,  Mastin  v.  Esoott,  p.  238. 
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144.  The  Conrt,  iu  delivering  the  late  rndgment,  thought  proper 
to  *'  point  oat  the  inconsistent  and  even  absunl  consequences  which 
would  follow  from  the  opposite  Doctrine  to  its  own.*"* 

145.  Now  I,  too,  may  be  permitted  to  point  out  the  eonsequeneet 
(due  respect  forbids  my  calling  them  inconsistent  or  absurd)  which 
would  follow  from  some  dicta  of  the  Court,  if  they  should  ever  be 
exalted  to  the  authority  of  judgments. 

146.  For  instance,  if,  as  was  said  (happily  not  ruled)  by  the 
Oourt,  it  be  the  duty  of  the  Minister  to  use  the  office  of  burial 
over  "  ewrv  corpse  which  shall  be  brought  to  the  Church  or  church- 
yard,^ it  should  seem  to  be  equally  the  duty  of  those  who  bring  it, 
to  permit  the  office  to  be  used.  And  yet  it  is  quite  conceivable 
that  this  may  not  always  be  very  satisfactory.  For,  be  it  remem- 
bered, there  are  other  persons  not  in  communion  with  the  Church, 
besides  that  description  of  Dissenters  who  promoted  the  late  suit. 
Now,  let  me  put  a  case — ^it  shall  be  not  an  extreme  case,  but  one 
actually  proposed  by  the  Court  itself — that  of  "  Foreigners  who 
have  been  baptized  otherwise  than  by  Ministers  of  Episcopal  ordi- 
nation.^ The  Court  pointed  out  as  one  of  the  '^inconsistent,  and 
even  absurd  consequences^  of  the  defendant's  plea,  that  "  such 
foreigners  could  not  be  buried  with  the  rites  of  our  Church,  should 
they  depart  this  life  within  our  territory.'*'  It  happens,  that  many 
such  foreigners  from  one  particular  country,  as  well  as  many  of  our 
own  countrymen  who  are  in  communion  with  them,  die  amongst  us 
every  year — I  mean  Preebyterians  of  the  Kirk  of  Scotland. 

147.  Now,  let  us  suppose  the  corpse  of  one  of  these  Presby- 
terians, Scotch,  or  Irish,  or  English,  to  be  brought  to  the  church- 
yard of  any  parish  in  England.  "  If  the  Minister  delay  burying 
m  the  manner  and  form  prescribed  in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer,'' 
he  will  be  suspended,  should  the  Court's  {tictum  ever  be  ruled  to  be 
the  law.  If  the  Minister  plead  his  conscience,  the  plea  will  be 
either  sneered  at,  or  frowned  down.  Knowing  this,  ne  submits, 
and  quietly  begins  the  ceremony. 

148.  Meanwhile,  those  who  bring  the  corpse  insist  on  ^^imm&' 
diatdy  interring  it  untAout  any  ceremony ;"  for  such  is  the  order 
"  Concerning  Burial  of  the  Dead,"  in  the  "  Directory  for  Public 
Worship,"  set  forth  by  "  Public  authority  in  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land." They,  too,  will  plead  conscience;  they  will  cry  aloud 
against  the  abomination  of  *^  prescript  form  of  prayer"  being  im- 
posed upon  them,  in  the  exercise  of  their  common-law  right  of 
depositing  the  remains  of  their  deceased  brother  in  the  parish  church- 
yard :  and  as  they  are  not  in  the  habit  of  submitting,  we  need 
not  fear  but  that  some  very  good  reason  will  soon  be  found  why 
they  shall  be  submitted  to. 

149.  Here  I  would  leave  the  matter,  were  it  not  for  one  par- 
ticular of  the  speech  made  in  delivering  the  judgment  of  the  Court 

*  Judffmenif  Mastin  v.  Esooit,  p.  14. 
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aboTCy  which  has,   I  understand^  given  some  uneasiness  to  the 
Clergy,  and  excited  some  surprise  in  others. 

150.  That  speech  has  derived  more  than  ordinary  importance 
from  its  havinff  been  previously  written,  and,  as  is  understood, 
having  received  the  sanction  of  all  the  learned  Members  of  the 
Court.  In  stating  this,  I  wish  to  be  considered  as  stating  it  with 
the  sincerest  feeling  of  respect  for  the  wisdom  and  justice  which 
dictated  so  cautious  a  proceeding. 

151.  Bat,  then,  this  caution  only  gave  the  stronger  effect  to  all 
the  observations  in  the  speech,  however  irrelevant  some  of  them 
may  have  been ;  however  transcending  the  authority  even  of  the 
high  tribunal  from  which  they  emanated. 

152.  In  the  conclusion,  the  Court  thought  it  necessary  to  pro- 
pound, that  Clergymen,  if  they  shall  ever  feel  their  consciences 
violated  by  any  requisition  of  the  law,  will  have  no  right  to  com- 
plain :  they  may  do  as  Laymen  have  done ;  they  may  resign  their 
qfficesy  and  ^'  give  way  to  those  who  could  honestly  hold  them  by 
performing  their  appointed  functions.^ 

153.  Now,  in  putting  forth  this  declaration,  the  Court  seems  to 
me  (I  must  not  be  afraid  of  avowing  it)  to  have  a  little  overstepped 
the  line  of  its  own  duty,  to  have  a  little  misunderstood  the  nature 
of  the  matter  it  was  speaking  of. 

254.  The  cure  of  souls,  even  though  it  be  endowed,  is  not  a  mere 
salaried  officSy  which  may  be  resigned  at  pleasure.  It  is  a  station 
of  high  and  holy  responsibility,  from  which  we  are  not  at  liberty 
to  withdraw  ourselves,  merely  because  the. world's  law  shall  be 
found  at  variance  with  our  duty.  Should  such  a  state  of  things 
ever  arise — I  do  not  contemplate  it  as  in  the  lowest  degree  pro- 
bable ;  nor  should  I  think  it  decent  to  suppose  it  even  possible, 
were  not  the  supposition  thus  forced  upon  us  from  so  high  a  place 
— but  should  such  a  state  of  things  ever  arise,  we  tviU  complain 
(for,  thank  "Ood  !  the  Clergy,  like  all  other  subjects  in  this  free 
land,  may  complain)  of  the  state  of  the  law,  which  would  thus 
make  obedience  to  it  incompatible  with  obedience  to  that  higher 
law,  which  we  ai^  commissioned  and  commanded  by  Qod  to 
execute ;  and  we  will  urge  our  complaint  in  the  firm  but  temperate 
tone  which  becomes  us,  not  doubting  that  we  shall  obtain  from  a  just 
Legislature  due  attention  and  redress.  Should  the  result  be  other- 
wise, (I  have  no  fear  that  it  ever  will,  but  should  it  be  otherwise,) 
the  State  will  deal  with  us,  as  it  may  deem  fit;  but  we,  my 
Bevesend  Brethren,  will  not  renounce,  we  will  adhere  to,  our  posts 
— calmly,  meekly,  &ithiiilly,  resolutely,  in  the  fear  of  God,  and  not 
I         of  man. 

MusGBAVs,  Bishop  of  Hereford. — 1842, 

60.  It  should  certainly  form  a  part  of  your  public  ministrations, 
as  well  as  of  your  more  private  instruction,  to  point  out  to  your 
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people  the'  priTilegeg  and  obKgati4»D8  of  Church  Membership;  to 
make  them  comprehend  fully  what  is  meant  by  '^ftho  Gomipanioa 
of  Saints,^-  araid  the  manifold  distractions  of  the  present  time;. to 
shew  them  that  ours  is  the  "more  .'excellent  wagp* ;^  that  with  us 
and  in  our^  communion  they  may- find  that  peace,). and  resjby.aud 
certainty,  that  goodly  discipline  and  holy  Doctrine,  .that  purity  of 
F&itb,  and  simplicity  of  woi^hifit,  whi^  is.  cbamcteristic.  .oi^  tha 
truth  and  of  the  Oospel  of  primitive  timesj.,  ^i. 

61.  It'^ilt  also  be  right  from  time.to.time  to  explain  the  origin, 
nature,  and  extent  of  your  commission,  with  the  deference  you 
may  reasonably  expect   as>  appurtenant  i  to  ^  your  .high,  office  and 

calling.  .  .'  -      ' 

-  62.  But  yotr  will  exeeed  all  jastbcmndsyif  jjoiol  ace.  continually 
insisting  upon:  the  necessit]^  of' a  belief  in,  and  iihe  certainty  oi^ 
the  ApostoKcal>  Suoeession  in  th^  Bishops  and  Presbyters  of  our 
Church  al^'the  only '  security  for  the  efficacy  of  Uie  .Skcramentftr-r^o 
that' those  who  do  not  receive  them^  from. men.  so  accredited,  aiifi 
appointed  to  minister,  cannot  partake,  of  the  pifomiseaandjconsola- 
tionsr^of  the  Oospel ;  and  are,  therefore,  in  peril  of  their  Salvation, 
and  left  to  th^  udoovetaanted  mercies  of  God,  which  may  be,  in  the 
end,  no  ihercied  at  all  to  them.  .:... 

63.  For,  (however  conclusive  to  oup  own  minds  the.tefitimony 
to  our  uirinterrupted'succession-^however  iencouraging..the.  confi- 
dence we  may  thus  justly  feel,  and  encouraging  it  is,.ia.the  autho- 
rity of  otir  owli  ministratioas,)  'this. would  beito.overstepthe  Jimits 
of  prudence  ^and  humility,  and  arrogantly  to  set  up^  a  claim,  which 
neither  Scripture  not  the  formularies  and  .various,  offices-  of  the 
Church,  nor  the  writings  of  her  best  Divines^  nor  .the » common 

aense  of  mankind  will  allow.  .    .       .       ; v 

'  64.  To  spreiad  abroad  this  notion,  would  be  to  make.  ourseLves 
the  derision  of  the  w^rld  c  it  would  be  contraity  to  the  mind,  of 
St.  Paul,  who  said,  '*  We  preach  not  ourselves,  but  Christ  Jesus 
the  Lord^  tod  ourselves  your  Servants  for  his  6ake.-r  ^  Although,  to 
^  magnify  our  offide^  i^  indeed  allowable  ;  ^ .  nayy  it  >  ia  {justified  by 
his  examj!)le ;  for  he  elsewhefre '  says,  >■  We,  as  ambassadors  for 
Christ,-  beseech  you  in  Ohrist^s  stead,  be  je  reconciled  to.Glod.^    . 

65.  With  respect  to  this,  and  some  other  of  the  questions  now 
brot^t  into  much  prominence,  our  Reformers  appear  to.  have*  b^ea 
of  the  same  mind  as  a  pious  Prelate  of  former  times,  who  distin^ 
guishe^  between  what  is  essential  to  the  being, .  and  .what  is.essen- 
tial  to  the  well  being  of  a  Church  ;^«^-a  wise  distinction,  (which  good 
sense  and  Christian  charity  should  lead  us  all  ever  to  keep  in  sight. 
rtde  also  Para.  69,  70,  and  71,  in  Chap.  IX. 

CoPLESTON,  Bishop  op  Llandafp. — lSif2. 
Vide  Pars.  4-^,  in  Chap.  XI. 

58.  The  question  of  Lay-Baptism,  as  entitling  a  deceased  person 
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to  burial  with  the  rites  of  the  Charch,  is,  indeed,  now  decided  by 
the  highest  authority ;  and  to  that  authority  it  is  our  duty  to  bow. 
But  when  we  read  the  reasons  upon  which  the  decision  is  made  to 
rest,  and  find  it  stated,  that  because  the  Church  has  generally  held 
the  validity  of  Lay-Baptism  in  cases  of  emergency,  90  far  a»  to  pre- 
clude the  practice  0/ rebaptizinff^  therefore  it  is  to  be  regarded  also 
as  eujfioieiU^  our  knowledge  of  Ecclesiastical  Antiquity  makes  us 
reject  such  a  conclusion,  if  by  it  is  meant,  that  no  further  act  is 
requisite  to  entitle  the  party  to  all  the  privUegee  of  Church  Mentr 
bership.  Whatever  the  Church  may,  in  charity,  have  conceded  to 
those  who,  being  baptized  by  Lay  hands  in  infistncy,  died  before 
they  were  formally  received  into  the  Church,  we  venture  to  declare, 
upon  the  evidence  of  ancient  writers  and  of  ancient  Canons,*  that 
the  practfce  of  the  Church  has  ever  required,  as  a  general  rule, 
such  Baptism  to  be  completed,  either  by  solemnly  receiving  the 
infiuit  into  the  Church,  or  by  Confirmation  with  laying  on  of  bands 
by  the  Bishop.f 

59.  To  infer,  from  a  permission  given  in  cases  of  urgent  neces- 
sity, and  that  too  when  all  the  parties  concerned,  though  Laymen, 
were  yet  Members  of  the  Church,  that,  therefore,  a  heretic  or 
a  schismatic  may,  without  necessity,  and  acting  in  open  defiance  of 
the  Church,  merely  by  usin^  the  Scriptural  form  of  Baptism, 
confer  the  Aill  privileges  of  the  Church ;  and  that  the  Clergy  are 
bound  to  give  their  services  in  burying  such  a  person,  though  never 
recognised,  directly  or  indirectly,  as  a  Member,  is  certainly  wrong 
in  Christian  Theology,  as  attested  by  the  uniform  practice  of  the 
Church  in  all  ages,  however  deficient  the  Ecclesiastical  Laws  ot 
this  country  may  now  be  in  providing  for  such  cases.  Before  the 
Reformation  such  a  case  could  not  have  happened. 

60.  Yet  in  the  actual  constitution  of  our  National  Church,  there 
is  no  remedy  for  this  grievance.  We  must,  therefore,  obey  the 
law,  as  expounded  by  our  Lay  Judges.  The  Church  must,  to  use 
a  phrase  injuriously  applied  to  her  sacred  formularies,  "  continue  to 
work  in  chains  C  but  we  may  appeal  to  the  Legislature  for  eman- 
cipation from  this  bondage,  contradictory  as  it  is,  not  only  to  the 
whole  tenor  of  our  Ecclesiastical  Polity,  but  to  the  plainest 
principles  of  reason  and  equity.  We  have  no  wish  to  debar  those 
who  are  out  of  the  pale  of  the  National  Church  from  Christian 
Burial — not  even  to  deprive  them  of  what  is  said  to  be  their  civil 
right,  burial  in  the  churchyard  of  the  parish  to  which  they  belong 

*  See  this  Bubject  treated  with  great  learning  and  ability  by  the  Biehop  of  Exeter 
in  his  recent  Charge.  I  have  only  to  remark,  that  when  the  learned  Judge  called 
Lay-Baptism  sm^dejU  as  well  as  valid,  he  was  probably  misled  by  the  words  of  the 
Rubric  in  the  office  for  Private  Baptism,  where  it  is  said,  "  that  the  child  so  baptized 
is  lawfully  and  $vfficienily  baptized,  and  ought  not  to  he  baptized  ctgainJ*"*  But  the 
latter  clause  proves,  that  the  word  SMfficiently  onl}^  relates  to  rebaptizing,  not  to  any 
other  act  which  the  Church  may  deem  necessary,  in  order  to  give  the  person  all  the 
privileges  of  a  member  of  the  Church  here  upon  earth. 

f  The  Welsh  name  for  the  rite  of  Chr^firmatum  is  Biahop^t  Baptism, 
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— but  for  the  Minister  of  the  parish  to  be  compelled  to  read  the 
service  of  the  Church  oyer  those  who  neither  belonged,  nor  wished 
to  belong,  to  the  Church,  is  a  grievance  far  beyond  any  which 
sectaries  complain  of  as  imposed  upon  themselves. 

61.  The  best  remedy,  however,  for  this  and  for  other  existing 
anomalies,  is  a  topic  of  such  vast  extent  and  importance,  that 
I  must  content  myself  with  having  barely  touched  upon  it.  It 
will  not  be  long,  I  trust,  before  some  Ecclesiastical  juris^ction 
is  framed,  competent  to  decide  questions  of  a  purely  spiritual 
character;  or  a  commission,  at  least,  appointed  to  prepare  such 
laws,  under  the  sanction  of  the  Sovereign,  as  the  state  of  the 
Church,  from  time  to  time,  may  seem  to  call  for.  Whether  a 
Convocation  of  the  whole  Clergy  of  the  Realm  be  the  form  best 
calculated  to  give  effect  to  Church  Groyemment,  may  well  be 
doubted.  Such  bodies  have  been  held,  by  judicious  and  pious  men, 
to  lead  to  so  much  strife  and  ambition,  as  to  defeat,  in  a  great 
measure,  the  good  purpose  for  which  they  were  convened.  It  has 
been  thought  that  the  evil  will  always  predominate  oyer  the  good ; 
and,  certainly,  the  latest  experience  this  country  had  of  them  tends 
to  fayour  that  opinion,  ^ut  the  increasing  conyiction  of  the 
necessity  of  an  emcient  Church  government  will,  if  temperately 
expressed,  doubtless  lead  to  this  improyement,  under  some  form  or 
other. 

Blomfield,  Bishop  of  London. — 1842. 

3.  But  before  I  enter  upon  these  subjects,  and  as  introductory  to 
them,  I  think  it  right  to  offer  a  few  remarks  upon  the  most  im- 
portant of  the  questions  concerning  Church  government  and  disci- 
pline, that  which  relates  to  the  source  and  validity  of  our  mission, 
and  to  the  extent  of  our  authority,  as  ambassadors  of  Christ,  the 
interpreters  of  his  Word,  and  the  dispensers  of  his  Sacraments.  I 
haye  so  recently  made  a  public  declaration  of  my  opinions  on  the 
Divine  institution  and  authority  of  the  Church,  that  I  need  not 
repeat  them  on  the  present  occasion.®  If  the  yiew  which  I  have 
taken  of  the  subject  be  correct,  it  follows,  as  a  necessary  inference, 
that  in  this  country  the  Clergy  of  the  national  Church,  and  they 
alone,  are  entitled  to  the  respect  and  obedience  of  the  people,  as 
their  lawful  guides  and  governors  in  spiritual  thinofs;  that  they 
alone  are  duly  commissioned  to  preach  the  Word  of  God,  and  to 
minister  his  holy  Sacraments. 

4.  But  the  extent  and  boundaries  of  their  ministerial  authority 
are  points  which  admit  of  a  considerable  diyersity  of  opinion,  even 
amongst  those  who  do  not  question  its  origin  or  legitimacy.  If  it 
be  an  error,  leading  to,  and  partaking  of  the  nature  of  schism,  to 
deny,  or  undervalue  that  authority,  it  is,  on  the  other  hand,  in- 


B  See  his  Lordship\i  Three  Sermons  on  the  Church, — Ed. 
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juriong  to  the  cause  of  truth  and  unity  to  exaggerate  it,  and  to 
stretch  its  prerogatives  beyond  that  which  has  the  sure  warrant  of 
God's  Woi^.  Those  persons,  who  are  driven,  by  the  overstrained 
pretensions  of  the  Clergy,  to  question  their  authority,  are  almost  sure 
to  withhold  from  them  the  respect  to  which  they  are  justly  entitled, 
and  to  consider  priesthood  and  priestcraft  as  convertible  terms. 

5.  There  is  so  obvious  an  analogy  in  the  general  features  of 
Ecclesiastical  Polity,  between  the  appointment  and  offices  of  the 
hierarchy  under  the  Levitical  law,  and  those  of  the  Christian 
ministry,  that  it  is  no  wonder  if  some  persons  have  imagined,  not 
merely  an  analogy,  but  a  typical  relation  between  them  ;  the 
Jewisn  priesthood  being  the  type,  and  the  Christian  Ministry  the 
antitype ;  the  High  Priest,  the  Priests,  and  Levites  of  the  one, 
answering  to  the  Bishops,  Priests,  and  Deacons  of  the  other ;  the 
latter  inheriting  the  dignity,  privileges,  and  duties  of  the  former. 
The  Church  of  Rome,  on  the  other  hand,  teaches  that  our  Saviour 
instituted  a  new  and  proper  priesthood,  after  the  order  of  Mel- 
chizedek.  Neither  of  these  suppositions  is  consistent  with  the 
language  of  Holy  Scripture.  The  priesthood  of  Melchizedek, 
and  that  of  Aaron,  were  typical  of  that  which  was  borne  by 
Jesus  Christ  Himself,  the  great  High  Priest  of  the  world,  who 
fulfilled,  once  for  all,  in  his  own  person,  every  type  and  shadow  of 
the  older  economy  of  God'^s  Church,  which  bore  any  relation  to 
propitiatory  sacrifice,  and  to  mediation  between  God  and  man. 

6.  It  is  apparent,  from  the  whole  train  of  argument  pursued  in 
the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews,  that,  under  the  new  dispensation,  Jesus 
Christ  was  to  be  the  only  sacrificing  Priest ;  his  death  the  only 
proper  sacrifice ;  Himself  the  only  victim.  All  the  offices,  autho- 
rity, and  efficacy  of  the  Jewish  Priesthood,  as  they  pointed  to  Jesus 
Christ,  and  drew  all  their  efficacy  from  his  mediation,  were  finally 
centered  and  absorbed  in  Himy  beside  whom,  and  after  whom,  there 
is  no  victim,  no  sacrifice,  no  proper  mediator  between  God  and  man. 
Whatsoever  spiritual  power,  duties,  or  privileges,  belong  to  the 
Christian  Ministry,  are  derived  to  it  solely  from  Jesus  Christ,  as 
the  Head  of  his  Church,  the  founder  of  a  new  spiritual  economy, 
wherein  man,  being  placed  in  a  new  relation  to  God,  requires  a 
diffisrent  provision  of  outward  means,  for  the  purpose  of  approaching 
Him,  and  obtaining  his  favour.  Our  blessed  Lord  retains,  in  his 
own  person,  the  everlasting  sacerdotal  order  of  Melchizedek ;  and 
he  has  given  to  his  Church,  not  a  new  order  of  sacrificing  Priests ; 
but  same^  Apostles ;  and  some^  prophets ;  and  some^  Evangelists ;  and 
gome^  pastors  and  teachers  ;  for  the  perfecting  of  the  saints,  for  the 
work  of  the  Ministry,  for  the  edifying  of  the  body  of  Christ,* 

7.  We  hold,  in  opposition  to  the  Church  of  Rome,  that  the 
ofifering  of  a  propitiatory  sacrifice  to  God  is  not  one  of  the  frinctions 
and  privileges  of  the  Christian  Ministry.  Jesus  Christ,  by  one  offering 

•  Eph.  iv.  11. 
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kath  perfected  far  ever  them  that  are  eanetified ;  *  and  we  dercmte 
tsom  the  absolute  worthiness  and  sufficiency  of  that  offering,  if  we 
suppose  that  any  supplementary  sacrifices  are  required  for  the  pur- 
pose of  propitiation.  If  God  was  in  Christy  reconcilinff^  the  world 
unio  Himadf;\  we  need  no  other  reconciler.  We  have,  indeed,  our 
sacrifice,  and  our  altar,  and  owr  Priesthood,  to  offer  the  one,  and  to 
minister  at  the  other.  But  the  sacrifice  is  a  spiritual  sacrifice,  and 
the  altar  is  figuratively  an  altar.  We  slay  no  victim,  we  offer  no 
victim  slain ;  but  we  commemorate  the  one  great  and  final  sacrifice, 
properly  so  called,  in  the  manner  appointed  by  our  Lord ;  and  we 
continuallv  present  unto  God  that  memorial,  with  prayer,  and 
thanksgivmg,  and  an  offering  of  our  substance,  and  of  ourselves, 
both  soul  and  body ;  and  so  we  apply  to  ourselves,  through  faith, 
the  results  of  the  one  propitiatory  sacrifice ;  and  the  whole  is 
rightly,  but  figuratively  termed  an  eucharistic  sacrifice,  a  sacrifice  of 
praise  and  thanksgiving. 

8.  As  to  our  Priesthood,  let  us  beware  of  arrogating  to  ourselves 
the  character  of  mediators  between  Gk>d  and  men,  m  any  sense 
which  implies  that  we  can  stand  between  them  and  their  Judge, 
except  with  reference  to  that  mysterious  efficacy  which  belongs  to 
Christian  intercession,  by  whomsoever  offered,^  if  offered  in  Faith, 
and  which  it  is  our  special  duty  to  offer  in  behalf  of  the  people 
committed  to  our  care.  At  the  same  time,  let  us  be  careful  to 
impress  both  ourselves  and  them  with 'iust  notions  of  the  real 
objects  and  inherent  worthiness  of  our  office.  It  is  ours  to  realize, 
instrumentally,  to  those  for  whom  Christ  died,  the  blessings  of 
which  the  Levitical  Priesthood  administered  only  the  shadows.  It 
is  ours  to  graft  them  into  the  body  of  Christ's  Church  ;  to  initiate 
them  into  the  saving  truths  of  the  Gospel ;  to  turn  their  hearts  to 
the  wisdom  of  the  just ;  guiding  them  to  Him  who  alone  can 
deliver  them  from  the  bondage  of  sin ;  declaring,  as  his  ambas- 
sadors, ^e  conditions  and  assurance  of  pardon  ;  and  dispensing  to 
his  household  the  spiritual  food  of  his  Body  and  Blood ;  to  do  all 
this,  and,  on  that  account,  to  have  the  chief  stations  in  that  house- 
hold, and  to  be  entitled  to  the  attention  and  respect  of  all  who 
belong  to  it. 

9.  Our  blessed  Saviour^s  charge  to  St.  Peter,  and  through  him 
to  all  his  Ministers,  was,  Feed  my  sheep.  Whatsoever  acts  of 
kindness,  or  authority,  are  requisite  for  the  due  execution  of  that 
charge,  with  reapect  to  those  to  whom  we  stand  in  the  relation  of 
Pastors,  it  is  ours  to  exercise,  and  theirs  to  acknowledge  and 
submit  to;  but  in  our  Ministerial  acts,  both  of  kindness  and 
authority,  especially  the  latter,  we  are  to  have  respect  to  the 
Churches  Laws  and  Ordinances ;  and  beyond  what  thty  require,  we 

•  Heb.  X.  14.  t  2  Cor.  V.  19. 
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VMkj  not  claim  obedience.  And  it  is  well  that  it  is  so ;  for  a 
spiritual  authority,  not  so  limited,  in  the  hands  of  fallible  and 
imperfect  men,  would  be  perverted,  as  in  the  example  of  Rome,  to 
the  ends  of  an  intolerable  tyranny  oyer  the  secret  thoughts  and 
consciencea,  as  well  as  the  outward  acts  and  observances  of  those 
who  should  be  subject  to  it. 

Mountain,  Bishop  of  Montreal. — 1842. 

1.  Amon^  other  benefits  to  be  anticipated  from  the  formation  of 
this  Institution,^  is  its  strengthening  and  consolidating  effects  upon 
all  the  proceedings  of  the  Ohurch  and  Clergy  within  the  diocese. 

2.  Union  is  strength :  a  truth,  in  theory,  admitted  by  parties  of 
every  description,  and  a  secret  of  success,  in  practice,  well  under- 
stood by  a  pArt^  adverse  to  our  religious  system — it  is  to  be 
regretted  that  it  is  not  always  so  well  understood  among  ourselves. 
You  cannot  fail  to  be  aware,  however,  of  some  very  conspicuous 
and  important  facts,  which  shew  how  much  better  it  is  becoming 
understood  in  the  Church  at  home.  A  loose  and  desultory  warfare, 
conducted  by  irregular  bands  of  volunteers,  acting  professedly  in 
the  same  general  cause,  but  each  pursuing  its  own  plan,  reckless  of 
interfering  with  the  operations  of  its  neighbour,  and  regardless  of 
the  warrant  of  direction  from  a  common  head,  can  never  accomplish 
what  may  be  expected  from  a  disciplined  and  standing  force, 
looking  to  authority,  and  moving  under  strict  principles  of  order. 
Apply  this  illustration  to  the  state  of  the  Protestant  world  at 
large,  and  we  shall  be  brought  to  a  melancholy  confession  of  evils 
flowing  from  the  abuses  of  Protestant  liberty.  In  our  own  and 
some  other  branches  of  the  Reformed  Church,  the  corrective  as 
well  as  the  conservative,  principle  is  found — corrective  of  these 
evils,  as  well  as  conservative  of  all  that  is  venerable  and  good ;  and 
it  can  never  be  my  duty  to  be  withheld,  by  any  false  delicacy, 
on  account  of  my  accidental  occupation  of  a  thorny  and  responsible 
post— the  more  thorny  and  the  more  responsible  for  my  asserting 
the  views  of  it  which  I  do — from  recommending  the  consistent 
and  unswerving  maintenance  of  that  principle.  That  principle, 
I  hardly  need  say,  is  the  retention  of  the  ancient  Episcopacy  of 
the  Church  of  God ;  it  lies  in  the  fact,  that,  instead  of  making 
a  new  sort  of  Church,  as  some  were  prompted  in  the  excesses,  and 
others  driven  to  do  in  the  necessities,  of  the  Beformation,  we 
simply  purged  off  the  deep  and  accumulated  corruptions  of  ages, 
and  left  the  Church  itself  untouched — the  identical  Church  which 
had  existed  from  the  beginning,  long  and  long  before  the  com- 
mencement of  those  corruptions.  Ecdena  est  in  EpUeopo  is  the 
maxim  of  that  Church,  with  reference  to  the  earthly  instruments 
employed  in  the  administration  of  its  affairs :  the  centre  of  unity 
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in  each  diocese  is  the  chief  goyerning  power  constituted  within  the 
hody,  as  planted  over  the  world  by  the  Apostles,  with  which  power 
the  machinery  of  the  Church,  in  every  part,  should  be  connected 
when  put  in  play;  not  that  that  power  may  lord  it  over  the 
heritage,  usurp  upon  the  consciences  of  men,  and  trench  upon  the 
prerogatives  of  God  ;  but  that  order  of  which,  as  Hooker  declares 
of  law,  no  less  can  be  said  than  that  her  seat  is  the  bosom  of 
God,*  may  be  undisturbed,  and  that  the  safe  and  harmonious 
action  of  the  whole  system  may  be  secured.-f- 

3.  Let  it  not,  then,  be  ungenerously,  unjustly,  and  uncharitably 
said,  that  any  of  us  who  have  been  called  to  the  exercise  of  the 
Episcopate,  or  are  connected  with  it  in  the  system  in  which  we 
move,  are  seeking  to  magnify  our  own  office  and  authority,  or  to 
exalt  our  own  party,  if  we  represent  to  our  people  the  value  and 
importance  of  these  principles.  The  influence  of  personal  delicacy, 
as  I  have  already  hinted,  and,  I  may  add,  of  other  merely  personal 
motives,  would  prompt  us  to  throw  them  into  the  shade.  Were  we 
ambitious  of  the  praise  of  men,  and  anxious  to  rise  in  worldly  esti- 
mation, it  would  manifestly  be  our  policy  to  affect  the  tone  of 
Liberality^  (or  what  now  passes  by  that  name,)  and,  maintaining 
the  appearance  of  a  decent  preference  for  our  own  system,  to  treat 
the  Cfhurch,  of  which  we  are  guardians,  as  one  among  many  sects 
engaged  in  a  common  work,  which  they  may  carry  on  hand  in 
hand,  each  doing  its  part  in  its  own  way.  We  should  declare  for 
Episcopacy,  indeed,  and  call  our  Church  an  Apostolic  Church ; 
but,  in  the  same  breath,  should  nullify  the  very  object  and  use  of 
our  distinctive  principles,  which,  in  fact,  it  would  be  better  to  dis- 
claim than  thus  to  hold.  It  is  very  true, — and  let  us  most  readily 
and  heartily  acknowledge  it, — ^that  great  numbers  of  individual 
Christians,  in  other  denominations,  may  be  examples  to  us  all ;  and 
that  vast  good  may  be  effected  by  the  zeal  of  other  bodies,  for 
which  we  ought  devoutly  to  rejoice.  But  that  it  is,  therefore^  a 
matter  of  indifference,  whether  we  carry  on  the  work  of  the  Gospel 
under  the  auspices  of  this  or  that  religious  body,  holding  what  are 
called  the  essentials  of  Christianity  ;    or  whether  we  do  or  do  not 

*  "  Of  law  there  can  be  no  less  acknowledged,  than  that  her  seat  is  the  bosom 
of  €iod,  her  voice  the  harmony  of  the  world ;  all  things  in  heaven  and  earth  do 
her  homage,  the  very  least  as  feeling  her  care,  and  the  greatest  as  not  exempted  from 
her  power :  both  angels  and  men,  and  creatures  of  what  condition  soever,  though  each 
in  different  sort  and  manner,  yet  all  with  uniform  consent,  admiring  her  as  the  mother 
of  their  peace  and  joy."— /Tooifcer'*  Eccletiastioal  Polity,  Book  I.,  apud  finemu 

f  It  is  not  the  purpose  of  any  of  these  remarks  to  set  aside  that  primitive  system 
(of  which,  as  is  pointed  out  by  Hooker,  the  elements  remain  in  our  Cathedral  Esta- 
blishments) according  to  which  every  Bishop  was  assisted  in  conducting  the  affairs  of 
his  diocese,  by  his  College  of  Presbyters,  That  such  a  system,  as  weU  as  the  more 
distinct  ministrations  of  the  Deacons,  as  a  standing  assistant  order,  should  be  reviewed 
in  its  full  efficiency,  is  what  I  regard  as  most  intimately  connected  with  the  better 
promotion  of  those  exalted  purposes  for  which  the  Church  is  constituted  on  earth. 
And  ir  the  revival  of  discipline,  purged  from  all  its  abuses,  were  added,  we  should 
have  one  more  immense  benefit  restorod. 
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act  in  exclusive  connection  with  any  particular  set  of  principles 
which  distinguish  one  of  such  bodies  from  another, — is  what  I 
apprehend  to  be  the  merest  fallacy  in  the  world. 

4.  The  question  is  not  barely  a  question  between  the  compara- 
tive value  and  e£Glcacy  of  different  forms  of  Church  government. 
The  real  question,  or  at  least,  its  grand  importance,  lies  between 
the  difference  of  effect  which  miaht  be  expected  from  the  universal 
recognition  and  adoption  of  primitive  principles  in  the  Church,  and 
the  effect  which  is  actually  produced  by  the  detached  and  iude- 
pendent,  not  to  say,  (what  is  too  often  the  fact,)  the  rival  and  con- 
flicting operatioDS  of  Christians,  associated  in  a  variety  of  ways  for 
the  promotion  of  religious  objects. 

5.  The  evil  of  schism  in  that  body  which  ought  to  be  one  and 
undivided,  is  the  grand  and  crying  mischief  of  the  age,  and  the 
foremost  obstacle  to  the  extensive  success  of  human  endeavours  for 
advancing  the  Kingdom  of  Christ.  How  much  unhappy  waste  of 
resource  is  thence  engendered  in  supplying  the  spiritual  necessities 
of  colonies,  fast  filling  up  with  a  professed  Christian  population ! 
and  how  much  weakness  in  encountering  the  different  forms  of  error 
and  delusion  which,  within  and  without  the  limits  of  Christendom, 
overspread  large  portions  of  the  world  !  How  sadly  retarded  in 
its  progress,  by  the  same  cause,  is  the  day  which,  through  the 
mercy  of  God,  is  opening  in  the  East !  With  what  comparative 
disadvantage  do  the  Protestant  bodies,  privileged  to  enjoy  the  full 
light  of  Scripture,  seek  to  impart  that  light  to  the  less  favoured 
Oriental  Churches,  with  which  the  facilities  of  interesting  commu* 
nication  are  now  augmenting  from  day  to  day, — when  they  exhibit, 
before  those  Churches,  so  much  irregularity  of  aspect,  so  much 
looseness  of  system,  and  so  much  discordance  of  proceeding, — 
Churches  of  which  there  is  no  remnant  now  to  be  discovered,  which 
is  not  marked  by  a  regularly  transmitted  Episcopacy,  and  which 
know  no  trace  of  any  other  system  in  the  ages  which  are  passed. 

6.  The  standard  of  Episcopacy,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  it, — ^and 
I  speak  it  from  the  deepest  and  most  deliberate  conviction,  coupled 
with  the  most  ardent  and  long-cherished  desire  for  union  with  all  good 
men  in  religion, — is  the  only  rallying  point  for  unity  of  action,  and 
combination  of  resource  in  the  operations  of  the  Church ;  and  I 
believe  that  we  might  safely  challenge  all  parties  to  point  out  any 
other.  To  those  who  differ  from  us,  we  are  not  so  arrogant  as  to 
suppose  that  we  are  to  dictate,  and  with  them  we  do  not  presume 
to  interfere ;  but  if,  upon  such  grounds  as  have  been  stated,  the 
difference  of  effect  to  be  anticipated  in  the  propagation  of  the 
Gospel,  under  the  Episcopal  system  on  the  one  side,  and  under 
mixed  or  irregular  auspices  on  the  other,  be  great  and  confessed, 
then  we  who  are  Episcopalians,  and  we  especially  who  are  Epis- 
copalian Ministers,  must  not  say  that  we  wish  matters  were  other- 
wise, but  cannot  help  the  existing  state  of  things, — ^no — in  a  tone 
of  sentiment  far  other  than  this,  we  must  remember   that   we 
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occupy  in  the  present  aq^cct  of  the  world  a  remarkable  poeiiion^  and 
have  a  correspoDding  part  to  discharge.  Our  Churchy  with  many 
dther  and  signal  claims  npon  our  loye  and  veneration,  exhibits,  if 
we  do  justice  to  our  own  advantages,  the  feature  of  an  Apostolic 
Ministry,  standing  out,  in  bold  relief  before  the  world,  as  some- 
thing real  and  edid ;  and  we  see  that  in  a  neighbouring  country, 
where  the  same  Church  exists  independently  of  the  adventitious 
benefits  of  an  Establishment,  it  is  in  the  assertion  and  maintenance, 
and  not  by  the  abandonment  or  compromise  of  these  distinctions, 
that  she  has,  under  the  Divine  blessing,  risen  victorious  over  a  host 
of  difficulties,  and  extended  herself  beyond  all  human  expectation. 
Yes — ^if  these  principles  are  just,  and  consistent  with  the  Word  of 
God,  aU  our  proceedings  and  operations — (I  do  not  mean  to  par- 
ticularize)— in  the  advancement  of  religion,  must  be  amenable  to 
them  as  a  test, — and  how  far  it  is  possible  to  reconcile  with  them 
our  amalgamation,  in  such  proceedings  and  operations,  with  reli- 
gious bo£es  resting  upon  no  such  foundation  as  that  which  we 
occupy,  and  our  practical  recognition  of  all  those  multiform 
varieties  in  the  Oospel  Ministry  to  which  the  desertion  of  primitive 
order  has  given  birth,  is  at  least  a  question  deserving  of  the  yery 
gravest  consideration. 

7*  I  have  thought  it  necessary,  in  the  pres^it  conjuncture  and 
aspect  of  Ecclesiastical  affairs,  and  with  an  especial  reference,  as  I 
have  stated,  to  the  work  which  we  have  here  in  hand,  to  state  my 
views  explicitly  upon  this  point,  although  I  have  done  so  upon  various 
occasions  before,  and  did  so  in  my  primary  Charge :  but  I  feel 
myself  placed  under  an  equal  necessity,  on  the  other  hand,  of 
offering  some  cautions  to  you,  my  Brethren,  respecting  a  danger- 
ously overstrained  exhibition  of  the  very  principles  for  which  I 
have  just  been  contending. 

8.  Upon  all  subjects  whatever,  in  which  any  zeal  and  eagerness 
of  opinion  are  enlisted,  there  is  always,  through  the  infirmity  of 
nature,  the  danger  of  running  to  extremes ;  and  we  certainly  pre- 
judice the  cause  which  we  have  in  hand,  if  we  either  suffer  our- 
selves to  become  engroised  by  any  favourite  topic  which  is  not  a 
leading  theme  of  the  Gospel  of  Grace,  or  push  onward,  and  still 
onward,  the  principles  to  which  we  are  deservedly  attached,  for- 
getful that  there  is  a  line  which,  when  we  have  passed,  we  have 
passed  out  of  the  region  of  truth  and  safety. 

9.  Upon  these  two  points,  therefore,  I  shall  proceed  to  lay  before 
you  a  few  passing  remarks. 

10.  First,  with  respect  to  our  suffering  our  minds  to  be  abwrhed 
by  the  quarrel  (a  righteous  quarrel  though  it  be,  if  conducted  in  a 
Christian  spirit,)  for  our  Church  establishments,  and  the  illustrious 
names  with  which  it  is  associated ;  for  our  Episcopacy ;  for  our 
Liturgy ;  for  all  the  venerable  forms,  usages,  and  ordinances,  which 
distinguish  us  from  the  disciples  of  dissent.  Nothing  is  so  easy, 
where  we  are  thrown  by  circumstances  into  the  attitude  of  defence, 
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or  find  it  a  matter  of  necessity  to  arouse  our  followers  against 
attack, — as  to  slide  unconsciously  into  a  contentious  spirit,  and  too 
largely  to  surrender  our  energies  to  the  maintenance  of  points 
which,  howeyer  high  may  be  their  claims  to  our  regard,  as  consti*- 
tuting  the  fences  and  outworks  of  the  Faith,  are  not  to  be  con- 
founded, in  importance,  with  the  everlasting  Citadel  of  Befuge. 
That  Citadel  is  Christ  Himself. 

11.  Do  not  mistake  me.  Brethren.  Ood  forbid  that  I  should 
impute  to  any  of  you  the  desertion  of  the  Cross  in  your  preaching, 
or  other  pastoral  Labours. 

12.  I  speak  as  looking  to  our  Church  at  large,  in  foreign  America 
as  well  as  in  England  and  her  colonies ;  and  1  do  see  a  danger  in 
the  point  of  which  I  am  treating ;  for  I  see  examples  of  excellent 
men  who  have  been  carried  away  into  a  passion,  if  I  may  so 
express  it,  for  the  Church  and  Church-ordinances,  which  detracts 
something  from  their  devotion  to  the  Churches  Lord, — or  into  a 
fondness  for  the  circumstantials  of  religion — (how  I  value  these, 
in  their  place,  is  known  to  all  who  have  any  remembrance  of  what 
I  have  publicly  maintained) — which  actually  interferes  with  their 
zeal  for  its  exalted  and  spiritual  truths. 

13.  Without  neglect  either  of  Church  principles  and  rules,  or  of 
plain  practical  points  of  Christian  duty,  which  should  be  sedulously 
insisted  upon,  the  grand  and  prominent  object  of  the  Christian 
Ministry,  in  every  department  of  service,  and  every  detail  of 
labour,  must  be  to  draw  sinners  to  God  through  Christ ;  to  make 
them  really  understand  that  thnmgh  him  they  ha/e$  access  hy  one 
8pirii  to  the  Father :  the  constant  plea  which  we  urge,  the  ever- 
returning  theme  of  our  persuasion,  the  leading  note  of  our  song, 
from  first  to  last,  must  be  the  LanA  of  Ood  that  taJceth  away  ^ 
sins  of  the  world ;  He  who  will  still  form  the  subject  of  our  song 
in  Heaven,  for  having  washed  us  from  our  sins  in  his  own  blood, 
and  made  us  kings  and  priests  unto  Ood.  It  is  in  directly  magni- 
fying Him,  that  we  best  magnify  and  advocate  the  Church  in 
which  we  serve. 

O'Brien,  Bishop  op  Ossort,  Ferns,  and  Lsighlin. — 1842. 
Vide  Par.  97,  ia  Chap.  lY. 

Pearson,  Dean  of  Salisbury. — 1842. 

37.  I  have  already,  my  Beverend  Brethren,  trespassed  so  largely 
upon  your  attention,  that  it  is  not  practicable  to  pursue  the  detail 
of  objections  which,  I  regret  to  say,  apply,  in  my  judgment,  with 
greater  or  less  force,  to  many  other  statements  and  sentiments  of 
the  writers  referred  to. 

38.  Among  these,  I  cannot  but  notice  their  assertion  of  the  abso- 
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lute  necessity  of  the  Apostolic  Saccession  of  Episcopacy  to  tie 
existence  of  a  Christian  Church,  and  to  the  validity  and  efficacy  of 
the  Christian  Sacraments — ^a  position  which,  however  countenanced 
by  the  opinions  whether  of  ancient  or  modem  writers,  and  con- 
sistent, as  it  is,  with  the  system  of  Romanism,  I  venture  to  affirm, 
without  fear  of  successAil  contradiction,  has  never  been  assumed  by 
the  Church  of  England ;  which,  while  asserting  in  the  Preface  to 
her  Offices  of  Consecration  and  Ordination,  the  Apostolic  origin  of 
the  three  Orders  of  Ministers  in  Christ's  Church,  and  while  lament- 
ing, by  her  accredited  writers,  as  an  imperfection  and  defect^  the 
want  of  the  Episcopal  Order  in  some  of  the  Reformed  Churches 
upon  the  Continent,  does  not  excommunicate,  or  on  that  account 
refuse  to  acknowledge  them,  while  adhering  to  the  orthodox  Faith, 
as  to  all  that  is  essential,  as  true  and  living  branches  of  Chrisfs 
Universal  Church, 

Thirlwall,  Bishop  op  St.  David^s. — 1842. 

• 

35.  This  is  a  remark^  which  it  is  particularly  necessary  to  bear 
in  mind,  when  we  proceed  to  touch  upon  another  class  of  questions, 
which  has  been  the  subject  of  very  vehement  controversy,  those  I 
mean  which  relate  to  the  Doctrine  of  the  Apostolical  Succession  in 
its  connection  with  that  of  the  Sacraments. 

36.  Here  we  must  be  careful  not  to  lose  sight  of  the  distinction 
between  the  Doctrines  themselves,  and  the  connection  in  which 
they  stand,  or  have  been  placed,  with  one  another.  For  it  is  this 
connection,  very  much  more  than  the  Doctrines  themselves,  or  even 
the  manner  in  which  they  have  been  stated,  that  has  given  offence 
to  many  excellent  persons. 

37.  It  is  not,  I  believe,  disputed  by  any  one,  that  what  is  called 
the  high  Doctrine  of  the  Apostolic  Succession,  (including,  i.  0.,  not 
only  the  historical  fact,  that  the  Ministry  of  our  Church  is  derived 
by  uninterrupted  descent  from  the  Apostles,  but  likewise  that  it 
was  established  by  them  as  a  permanent  and  unalterable  institution, 
to  be  continued  according  to  certain  invariable  regulations,)  I  say  it 
is  hardly  disputed,  that  this  Doctrine  has  been  held  by  so  large  a 
part  of  our  best  Divines,  and  has  received  so  much  apparent  coun- 
tenance from  the  anxiety  shewn  to  preserve  succession,  when  it  was 
in  danger  of  interruption,  that  it  would  be  unreasonable  to  com- 
plain of  it  as  a  novelty,  or  even  to  represent  it  as  being  now 
exclusively  held  by  a  particular  school. 

38.  Again,  whatever  ground  there  may  be  for  the  charge  brought 
against  one  party  in  the  controversy,  that  it  has  exaggerated  the 
importance  and  the  efficacy  of  the  Sacraments,  it  does  not  appear 


<  '*  It  is  not  with  modes  of  expression  that  we  are  at  present  concerned,  but  with 
the  nature  of  the  things  expressed."    Par.  34. — £0. 
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to  inyolve  any  question  of  principle.  Indeed,  since  the  Ghnrch 
herself  teaches,  that  the  Sacraments  are  generally  necessary  to 
Salvation^  it  seems  difficult  for  any  one  to  exaggerate  their  import- 
ance, unless  he  were  to  hold,  what  I  believe  no  one  maintains,  that 
the  necessity  is  not  merely  general,  but  universal  and  absolute. 

39.  So,  language  may  have  been  used,  which  afforded  just  reason 
for  jealousy  and  ^ar,  lest  their  dignity  should  be  so  magnified  as  to 
exclude  the  use  of  other  means  of  grace,  or  as  to  substitute  means 
for  ends,  or  as  to  encourage  the  belief,  that  their  efficacy  is  wholly 
independent  of  internal  qualifications.  But  since  these  consequences 
are  disavowed  by  those  who  have  been  charged  with  them,  it  does 
not  seem  possible  to  draw  a  line  between  the  general  principles  of 
the  opposite  parties  on  this  head.  But  it  has  been  very  truly 
observed,  that "  men  may  over-estimate  the  efficacy  of  the  Sacra- 
ments, to  the  disparagement  of  prayer  and  preaching,  and  reading 
the  Scriptures,  and  vet  be  perfectly  clear  from  the  opinion  which 
makes  this  efficacy  depend  immediately  on  a  human  administration. 
And  so  again,  men  may  hold  Episcopacy  to  be  divine,  and  the 
Episcopacy  of  Apostolical  Succession  to  be  the  only  true  Episcopacy, 
but  yet  they  may  utterly  reject  ^  the  notion  of  its  being  essential  to 
the  efficacy  of  the  Sacraments.'"* 

40.  And  the  opinion  of  such  a  connection  between  the  two 
Doctrines  has  been  condemned  both  as  groundless  and  pernicious. 
But  I  conceive  that  it  may  not  be  useless  to  observe,  that  there  is 
a  sense  in  which  the  connection  between  them  would  be  neither  so 
arbitrary,  nor  pregnant  with  such  dangerous  consequences.  If 
any  one  believes  that  the  Ministerial  Commission  may  be  traced 
through  the  Apostles  to  the  Head  of  the  Church,  and  that  it  was 
originally  designed  to  comprehend  the  administration  of  the  Sacra- 
ments, then  he  will  be  naturally  led  to  consider  the  character  of 
the  Minister  as  a  part  of  the  ordinance ;  and  it  will  follow,  that  he 
cannot  look  upon  it  as  altogether  immaterial,  whether  this  part  be 
absent  or  not :  he  will  not  venture  to  say  that  the  ordinance  would 
be,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  the  same  without  it ;  and  this  he 
might  express  by  saying  that  the  Apostolical  Succession  is  requisite 
for  the  due  application  of  it.    But  it  would  not  follow  that  he 

*  A&MOLOy  Sermons  on  ChntHan  L\f9,     Introdaction^  p.  37. 

>  If  the  Bishop  op  St.  David^s  wishes  it  to  be  inferred  from  this  passage  that  ihe 
Traetarians  utterly  reject  the  notion  that  Episcopacy  is  essential  to  the  efficacy  of  the 
Sacraments,  sach  an  inference  is  not  only  contrary  to  fact,  but  directly  at  rariance 
with  Dr.  Arnold*8  own  assertion  in  the  context  '*  I  have  s^ken,**  says  Dr.  Arnold, 
''quite  confidently  of  the  total  absence  of  all  support  in  Scripture  for  Mr.  Nbwman^s 
favcuriie  Doctrine  of  '  the  neceuiiy  of  Apostoiioal  SucoeMtion,  in  order  to  inture  the 
effect  of  the  Sacraments.*'*  And  affain,  in  the  sentence  immediately  following  the 
passage  quoted  by  his  Lordship, — "It  is  of  this  last  Doctrine  onl^  that  I  assert, 
in  the  strongest  terms,  that  it  is  wholly  without  support  in  Scripture,  direct  or  indirect^ 
and  that  it  aoes  not  mioister  to  godlineBB."^ED. 
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undertakes  to  prononnce  how  far  it  is  an  essential  part^^  or  to  wbat 
degree  its  absence  affects  the  efficacy  of  the  rite,  or  that  there  are 
not  many  circumstances  in  which  it  may  be  safely  omitted,  and  in 
which  its  place  will  be  sarely  smi  effectually  supplied.* 

41.  In  a  word,  there  appears  to  be  nothing  in  the  Doctrine  itself 
that  is  exclusive  or  uncharitable^  beyond  what  is  implied  in  a 

*  Compare  an  extract  from  a  work  of  Bishop  Coain,  in  Brewer^s  Memoir  of  the 
Author^  prefixed  to  his  edition  of  the  BUtory  qf  Popish  TrantubstaniiaHonf  p.  31. 


4. 5.  « In  the  judgment  of  the  Church  it  makes  no  less  difference  than  this :  whether 
the  Bread  and  Cup  which  he  partakes  of  shall  he  to  him  Christ^  Body  and  Blood  or 
no.  I  repeat  it :  m  the  judgment  of  the  Church,  the  Eucharist,  adminirtered  wiihota 
Apottolieal  eommiation,  mav,  to  pious  minds,  he  a  very  edif^g  oeremony  ;  but  it  is 
not  that  blessed  thing  which  our  Saviour  graciously  meant  ittobe;t/wno<'  veriiy 
and  indeed  taking  ami  receiving^  the  Body  and  Blood  qf  Him,  our  Incarnate  Lord,^^— 
*'  Tracts  for  the  Times,**  No.  62,  p.  7. 

See  also  Note  9,  and  Charge  of  the  Bishop  op  Ossort,  par.  97,  p.  44,  tupro. 

The  following  extract  from  the  Second  Series  of  Mr.  Proudest  Aemains,  may  serve 
as  an  additionja  illustration  of  the  views  entertained  by  the  Party  as  to  the  neoessity 
of  Episcopacy  and  Apostolical  Succession  to  the  efficacy  of  the  Sacnunents  :^J*  It 
was  not  for  want  of  discriminating  between  external  and  internal,  or  betwe«i 
Doctrine  and  Discipline,  or  between  forms  and  realities,  that  such  men  as  the  great 
Hammond  wrote  and  thought  so  much  on  the  Divine  institution  of  Bishops  and  the 
invalidity  of  Presbyterian  ordination,  and  the  obligation  that  all  Christiana  are  under 
to  communicate  with  the  Apostolic  Church. 

''  It  will  be  remembered  by  most  persons,  that  the  Reformed  Church  of  England 
has  given  birth  to  two  Martyrs — an  Archbishop  and  a  King,  and  that  these  bleaaed 
Saints  died  for  Episcopacy.  But  was  it  for  a  form,  or  a  point  of  discipline,  that  they 
resisted  thus  unto  death  ?  Surely  not.  Whether  mistaken  or  not,  thev  had  far  other 
thoughts  of  the  cause  in  which  tney  suffered.  In  their  view,  it  would  have  been  just 
as  shallow  Theology,  to  say  that  the  Church  was  instituted  solely  for  decency,  order, 
and  the  maintenance  of  sound  Doctrine,  as  to  say  that  Christ  came  into  the  world  only 
to  establish  order,  decency,  and  sound  Doctrine.  And  when  they  contended  for 
Efucopacy  at  one  of  the  essentials  qf  religion,  they  no  more  regarded  it  as  an  extemai 
and  a  form,  than  they  regarded  Chrisfs  death  upon  the  Cross  as  an  egtemal  and  a  form. 
As  thepr  conceived  Chrisfii  coming  into  the  wcrid,  and  death  upon  the  Cross,  to  be 
mysterious  parts  of  the  Divine  economy  for  the  Salvation  of  sinners,  so  they 
regarded  the  institution  of  the  Visible  Church  s^anot  less  mysterious  part  of  the  same 
economy  towards  the  same  end :  [*  i.  e,,  Chrisfft  death  the  meritorious  fsic)  cause,  and 
the  Church  the  instrument  and  means  (sic)  of  our  Salvation.'] — (Note  by  Mr.  Froude^i 
Editor :)  and  Episcopacy  they  considered  as  a  Divine  Mystery  for  perpetuating  this 
Church. 

**  Their  belief  on  this  subject  seems  to  be  contained  in  (the)  following  propoaitioiui  :—. 

**  1.  That,  before  Jesus  Christ  left  the  world.  He  breathed  the  H<3y  Spirit  into  his 
Apostles ;  giving  them  the  power  of  transmittine  this  precious  gift  to  others  by  prayer 
and  the  imposition  of  hands  ;  that  the  Apostles  did  so  transmit  it  to  others,  and  they 
again  to  others  ;  and  that  in  this  way  it  has  been  preserved  in  the  worid  to  the  present 
day. 

'^  2.  That  the  ^  thus  transmitted  empowers  its  possessors, 

"  (M.'I'o  Admit  into,  or  exclude  from,  Uie  mysterious  Communion,  called  in  Scripture 
'  the  Kingdom  of  Heaven,*  any  one  whom  they  judge  deserving  qf  it;  and  this  with 
the  assurance  that  all  whom  they  admit  or  exclude  on  earth,  and  externally,  are 
admitted  or  excluded  in  Heaven  and  i^iritually,  in  the  sight  of  God  and  of  Holy 
Angels : 

''  (2.)  That  it  empowers  them  to  bless,  and  intercede  for,  those  who  are  within  this 
Kingdom,  in  a  sense  in  which  no  other  men  can  bless  or  intercede : 

'^(3.)  To  make  the  Eucharistic  Bread  and  Wine  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ,  in 
the  sense  in  which  our  Lord  made  them  so : 

''  (4.^  To  enable  delegates  to  perform  this  great  miracle  by  ordaining  them  with 
imposition  of  hands. 

*^  In  these  propositions  is  contained  the  substance  of  what  the  great  champions  of 
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strong  preference  of  one  Communion  over  another.  Its  character 
will  aepend  on  the  temper  in  which  it  is  embraced;  and  since 
those  who  maintain  it  most  firmly,  still  declare  their  belief  that 
^^  GU>d''s  favour  is  not  limited  to  the  bounds  of  his  heritage,  but 
that,  in  the  Church  or  out  of  the  Church,  every  one  that  calleth  on 
the  name  of  the  Lord,  with  a  pure  and  perfect  heart,  shall  be 
saved,^*  ^  we  would  hope  that  its  influence  may,  in  most  cases,  be 
found  consistent  both  with  charity  and  humility. 

42.  The  prudence  of  putting  forward  such  a  Doctrine  as  an 
instrument  of  controversy,  is  a  different  question.  A  weapon 
which  may  irritate  an  adversary,  but  does  not  weaken  him,  would 
seem  to  be  best  kept  in  its  sheath.  Those  who  are  already  hostile 
to  the  Church,  are  not  likely  to  be  won  by  the  revival  of  what 
they  must  deem  an  extravagant  pretension;  and  those  who 
are  indifferent  to  her  more  evident  advantages,  will  hardly  be 
attracted  by  one  so  questionable,  and  so  remote  from  common 
apprehension,  that  the  belief  in  it  is  entertained  with  reluctance  by 
many  of  those  who  admit  it.-f 

*  KswMAN,  Sermon  vi,  p.  186. 

i-  Advertisement  to  voL  li.  of  the  ''  Tracts  for  the  Times  ;**  quoted  by  Mr.  Goode 
in  his  pamphlet  The  Com  <u  «<  w,  p.  19. 

Episci^acy  have  contended  for :  and  these,  if  admitted  to  become  in  the  remotest 
degree  credible,  evidently  give  a  new  complexion  to  the  whole  question.  To  be 
admitted  within  the  mysterious  precincts  of  the  Kingdom  of  Heaven,  to  be  mtro- 
culously  hUsted  and  minumhuMly  fed  with  the  Bread  that  came  down  from  Heaven, 
these  are  surely  something  more  than  forms  and  externals  ;  and  the  Episcopacv  that 
has  (ii^  indeed,  it  has)  preserved  them  to  us,  is  something  more  than  a  matter  of  bare 
I>iscipline,  observed  in  conformity  to  Apostolical  practice. 

''According  to  this  view  of  the  subject,  to  dupense  with  Episcopal Ordmation  is  to 
be  regarded  not  as  a  breach  of  order  merely,  or  a  deviation  from  Apostolical  precedent, 
but  as  a  surrender  of  the  Christian  Priesthood^  a  rejeoUon  qf  ail  the  powers  whi^ 
Christ  insHtiUed  Episcopacy  to  perpetuate:  and  the  attempt  to  substitute  any  other 
form  qf  ordination  for  it,  or  to  seek  Communion  with  Christ,  through  any  non-Epis- 
copal  Association^  is  to  be  regarded,  not  as  a  schism  merely,  but  as  an  impossibility, 
[<  Not  that  the  Members  of  such  an  Association  are  certainly  destitute  of  Communion 
with  Christ,  but  that,  if  they  have  that  privilege,  it  is  not  through  (sic J  the  Asso- 
ciation. *'*.^Note  by  Mr.  Froude^s  Editors  :  pp.  41_43.]— Ed. 

6  And  yet,  according  to  the  "  principles  of  the  Society,"  as  **  matured**  by  Mr. 
KswMAN  and  Mr.  Kxblb,  '*  the  only  way  qf  Salvation  is  the  partaking  of  the  Body 
and  Blood  qf  our  Crucified  Redeemer  ;**  and  that  participation  ''is  conveyed  to  in- 
dividual Christians  only  (sic J  by  the  hands  qf  the  Successors  qf  the  Apostles  and 
their  daegates.^^VncWAV%  Collection  of  Papers,  &c..  Edit.  2,  pp.  12, 13. 

The  following  passages  from  Mr.  Nxwman^s  Sermon,  "  Faith  0^  title  qf  Jus^fiea- 
Hon,'*'*  follow  in  connection  with  the  one  quoted  by  his  Lordship:.. 

(« Thousands  who  are  in  unconscious  heresy,  or  unwilling  schism,  still  are,  through 
Faiih,.  in  the  state  of  Cornelius,  when  his  prayers  and  alms  went  up  before  God. 
Thousands  who  are  obliged  to  partake  of  the  Elements  of  Holy  Communion  unconse- 
ciated,  or  administered  with  doubtful  rites,  yet  have  that  within  them  which  the  faults 
or  ignorance  of  the  Minister  cannot  take  away, — a  preparation  of  heart.  Thousands 
who  are  in  branches  of  the  Church  wlUch  prqfone  men  have  stripped  qf  Holy  Ordi- 
nances, though  Ae  Sacraments  themselves  remain  to  it,  may,  tlffough  their  Faith, 
reoeiTe  in  (sic  J  the  Sacraments  those  graces  which  were  wont  to  be  given  through  those 
lostonUnanoes,''    pp.  186, 187.— J£d. 
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CHAPTER  XL 

CHRISTIAN  UNITY. DISSENT. 

HowLET,  Archbishop  of  Canterbury. — 1 840. 

1,  The  evils  of  Dissent  are  not  fully  appreciated  by  those  who 
look  only  to  the  respectable  Ministers  of  the  orthodox  congregations 
of  Dissenters.'^  The  name  is  applied  to  doctrines  and  practices  of 
very  different  kinds ;  and  while  it  unfortnnately  belongs  to  many 
pious  and  good  men^"^  it  serves  as  a  cover  to  the  wildest  fanaticism, 
and  the  grossest  corruptions  of  morality.  In  the  preseAt  condition  of 
things,  the  utmost  we  can  hope  to  attain^''  is  to  draw  back  such  of  the 
wanderers  as  are  willing  to  listen  to  our  arguments,  to  live  in  peace 
tDith  the  restj"^  and  to  promote  the  establishment  of  Unity  among 
those  who  look  up  to  the  Church  as  their  common  mother.  Con- 
sidering the  latitude  of  opinion  in  non-essential  points  allowed 
within  the  pale  of  our  establishment,  we  may  surely  adhere  to  our 
own  persuasions,  without  impeaching  the  motives  of  others  who  differ 
from  us,  and  may  unite  forbearance  and  gentleness  with  zeal  in  the 
pursuit  of  truth. 

S«e  also  Pars.  2,  3,  in  Chap.  XVIII. 

Sumner,  Bishop  op  Chester. — 1841. 

1.  Perhaps  it  is  too  much  to  expect  what,  nevertheless,  we  earnestly 
desire  that  there  should  be  no  schisms^  or  divisions  among  Christians : 
that  the  Church  of  Christ  should  ever  be  a  seamless  coat ;  that  all 
the  congregations  of  faithful  men  should  ever  be  so  strictly  one,  as 
to  think  alike,  and  agree  unanimously  upon  all  subjects :  upon  such 
subjects,  for  instance,  as  Diocesan  Episcopacy,  or  Infant  Baptism, 
or  Liturgical  Forms,  or  Church  Membership,  or  a  National  Es- 
tablishment. There  may  be  always  some  minds,  which,  on  questions 
such  as  these,  may  differ  from  the  conclusions  which  we  believe  to 


''  The  italics  are  not  his  Graoe*s._The  Bishop  of  Chsstbr,  for  expreasiiig  the  very 
same  sentiments,  (Charge  1841.  Pars.  1,  and  29.)  has  been  charged  by  Mr.  Pbrcxval, 
in  what  Dr.  Pubey  calls  a  ''well-weighed  letter**  to  his  Loraship,  with  ''palliating 
the  gmlt  of  Schism.' *_Ftfife  note  2,  p.  298^  supra, — £d. 

8  This  is  one  of  the  passages  referred  to  in  note  7.  The  italics  are  Mr.  Psrckval*s. 
—Ed. 
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be  justly  deduced  from  Scripture.^  I  have  no  wish,  in  saying  this, 
to  encoarage  or  excuse  divisions.^  To  separate  from  the  brethren, 
and  oppose  the  general  practice  of  the  Church,  is  to  incur  a  heavy 
responsibility.^  But  I  judge  from  facts,  and  experience,  and  human 
nature.^  And  the  comfort  and  peace  of  the  Christian  world  would 
be  greatly  increased,  if  it  were  commonly  understood  that  the  Unity 
which  the  Scriptures  demand,  were^  the  Unity  of  those  who  hold 
alike  the  great  doctrines  of  Christian  truth,  but  consent  to  differ  on 
matters  concerning  which  Scripture  does  not  carry  determinate 
conviction  to  every  honest  mind. 

2.  But,  however  this  may  be,  the  principles  of  our  National 
Church,  on  all  such  disputable  subjects,  are  established  on  such 
firm  grounds,  that  those  who  abandon  her  will  be  the  few,  and  not 
the  many,  as  long  as  she  is  true  to  herself,  and  faithfbl  to  her 
charge.  Men  will  feel  towards  her  as  they  feel  towards  their 
native  country,  which  some  impatient  or  adventurous  spirits  leave, 
whatever  advantages  they  may  forego;  but  to  which  the  mass 
of  the  community  will  adhere,  unless  it  ceases  to  afford  them 
shelter  and  subsistence.  So  with  our  Established  Church  :  based 
as  it  is  upon  antiquity,  accredited  by  authority,  and  sanctioned  by 
the  judgment  of  the  wisest  and  greatest  names,  few  will  abandon 
it,  if  its  benefits  are  within  their  reach,  and  it  is  really  able  to  offer 
instruction  to  the  people  in  the  substantive  shape  of  an  effective 
Minister,  and  an  accessible  place  of  worship.  Her  plain  and 
Scriptural  Articles,  her  spiritual  and  comprehensive  Liturgy,  her 
agreement  with  the  earliest  examples  of  Christian  Discipleship, 
united  with  the  advantages  which  she  possesses,  justly  possesses,  as 
the  Church  of  the  nation,  the  Church  of  our  forefathers :  these 
^rounds  of  preference  will  continue,  as  they  ought,  to  influence  in 
her  favour  the  great  majority  of  the  minds  of  our  population. 
They  are  grounds  of  preference,  which  can  only  be  counterbalanced 
by  the  individual  consideration,  '^  This  Church  is  not  available  to 
me.  Granted,  that  this  is  the  best  and  purest  channel  of  Divine 
truth,  but  no  truth  can  flow  to  me  through  that  channel.  Its  form 
of  worship  approves  itself  to  my  understanding ;  but  I  have  no 
means  of  joining  in  it.  Its  Ministers  are  in  direct  succession  from 
those  whom  Christ  Himself  commissioned ;  but  I  am  out  of  the 
reach  of  their  instruction.^^  When  these  considerations  exist,  they 
must  come  with  overpowering  force  to  persons  once  awakened  to  a 
concern  for  their  salvation;  with  a  force  which  no  reasoner  can 
effectually  resist,  who  takes  his  stand  on  Scripture,  or  argues  with 
those  who  have  Scripture  in  their  hands.     If  a  man  feels  that  he 


9  ''From  Scripture  and  experience/*    Fint  Edition.~ED. 

'  These  three  sentences  do  not  occur  in  the  first  edition  of  hia  Lordship's  Charge. — 
£d. 

*  ''So  that  the  Unitv  which  the  Scriptures  demand  may  he  understood  to  he  the 
Unit/  '•  Ac     First  Edition.^ED. 
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has  been  personallj  benefited  by  the  instructiooB  of  a  dissentiDg 
teacher,  being  the  only  instrnctions  within  his  reach,  no  argament 
can  persuade  him  that  he  ought  never  to  have  listened  to  them. 
Yet  the  evils  of  division  are  many  and  serious.  The  mode,  then, 
of  preventing  them,  must  be  to  remove  the  chief  cause  from  which 
they  spring :  not  to  deny  the  means  of  satisfying  their  thirst  to 
those  who  are  eager  for  religious  knowledge;  but  to  open  fresh 
fountains,  and  widen  the  channel,  that  all  who  will,  may  ^^  take  of 
the  water  of  life  freely.'^  No  further  attraction  will  be  needed, 
than  the  purity  and  sufficiency  of  the  stream.  We  may  safely 
draw  this  conclusion  from  experience  of  what  has  been  already 
done. 

See  ako  Par.  29,  Chapter  X. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  dp  Exbteb,  1842. 
Vide  Pan.  20  and  23,  in  Chap.  IX. 

MusoRAVB,  Bishop  op  Hebbford. — 1842. 

Vide  Par.  37,  in  Chap.  IX. 

CoPLESTON,  Bishop  of  Llandaff. — 1842. 

1.  Upon  all  former  occasions  of  our  solemn  meeting,  although 
each  has  been  distinguished  by  some  topic  more  especially  connected 
with  passing  events  aflfecting  the  welfare  of  the  Ohurch,  yet  there 
has  always  been  one  important  theme  forced  upon  me  by  the  pe- 
culiar circumstances  of  this  diocese — ^the  prevalence,  I  mean,  of 
Dissent  and  Separation  among  those  who  call  themselves  Christians; 
and  who  not  only  profess  their  faith  in  the  same  Lord,  but  who 
receive  the  same  Scriptures  with  ourselves  as  the  standard  and  rule 
of  faith ; — nay,  I  may  add,  that  they  interpret  these  Scriptures,  in 
the  main,  nearly  in  the  same  manner,  bidding  their  hearers  look  to 
the  same  means  of  Salvation,  namely,  fiiith  in  their  Bpcdeemer^s 
atonement,  sanctification  by  the  Holy  Spirit,  and  repentance  for 
every  act  of  disobedience  to  the  divine  law. 

2.  Thus,  in  a  recent  appeal*  to  the  various  classes  of  Dissenters 
from  our  Church,  urging  them,  in  affectionate  terms,  to  return  to 
the  fold  from  which  they  had  wandered,  I  did  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  they  ''  had  much  more  in  common  with  us,  than  of  difference 
from  us  ;'^  and  upon  this  fact  I  ground  my  hope,  that  a  day  will 
come  when  most  of  these  differences  will  disappear,  and  when  the 
one  great  duty,  with  a  neglect  of  which  thev  are  now  chargeable — 
that  of  maintaining  the  Unity  of  the  Church — will  present  itself  so 
forcibly  to  their  mmds,  as  to  throw  into  the  shade  all  minor  points^ 
which  are  now  pleaded  as  reasons  and  excuses  for  separation. 
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3.  Whether  we  have  made  any  progress  towards  this  rennion 
since  our  last  meeting,  is  more  than  I  am  able  to  say  with  con* 
iidence.  Bat  this  I  can  assert^  that  we  have  not  been  wanting  on 
our  part  in  endeavours  to  remove  all  obstacles  and  hindrances,  by 
divesting  the  matters  in  dispute  of  everything  that  can  wear  the 
appearance  of  prejudice,  or  personal  animosity,  or  party  spirit — 
that  we  have  anxiously  and  affectionately  invited  those  who  sepa- 
rate themselves,  to  ponder  well  the  dying  injunctions  of  their 
Saviour,  whose  last  fervent  prayers  were  poured  forth,  almost  in 
agony,  for  the  Unity  of  that  Church,  the  foundation  of  which  He 
had  just  laid,  and  the  perpetuation  of  which  He  had  just  committed 
to  a  chosen  few,  of  whose  authority,  and  of  whose  general  course  of 
proceeding,  no  doubt  has  ever  been  entertained ;  neither,  indeed,  is 
this  now  pretended  by  the  several  sects  that  have  disturbed  the 
common  peace. 

4.  It  would  be  superfluous  in  me,  and  not  very  respectful  to  you, 
my  Beverend  Brethren,  if  I  were  now  to  enter  upon  any  historical 
proof  of  the  sacredness  in  which  this  duty  was  held  by  the  primitive 
Church,  and  of  the  vital  and  fundamental  importance  then  attached 
to  it — if  I  were  to  demonstrate  in  detail  that  the  Church  is  in- 
variably represented  by  the  writers  of  the  first  ages  as  a  mystical 
society,  formed  under  one  invisible  Head,  maintaining  spiritual 
communion  with  Him,  and  governed  upon  earth  by  persons  deriving 
XheiT  appointment,  and  consequently  their  authority,  from  Him — 
that  this  incorporation  is  signified  by  the  strongest  and  the  most 
endearing  epithets,  denoting  an  intimate  and  indissoluble  union ;  as 
tAe  body  of  Christ — t&s  spouse  of  Christ — ^as  a  holy  temple^  wherein 
his  Spirit  dwelleth :  and  that  even  those  portions  of  it  whose  creed 
was  infected  by  heretical  opinions,  such  as  the  Nestorians  and  the 
Arians ;  and  that  schismatics,  such  as  the  Donatists,  still  asserted 
and  carefully  cherished  this  original  constitution  derived  firom  the 
apostles,  and  never  conceived  the  wild  imagination  that  the  ofiice  of 
Christian  minister  could  be  assumed  by  men  of  their  own  authority, 
or  in  violation  of  that  order  which  had  subsisted  from  the  beginning. 
All  these  are  notions  of  modern  growth,  and  may  easily  be  proved 
to  be  so,  to  any  candid  enquirer. 

5.  The  phrase  "Holy  Church,"  "Holy  Catholic  Church,"  is 
one  of  the  earliest  with  which  we  are  acquainted.  It  is  embodied 
in  that  summary  of  Christian  Doctrine,  which  has  obtained  the 
name  of  the  Apostles'  Creed;  and  to  this  Church  the  attribute 
of  Unity  as  much  belongs,  and  is  as  uniformily  ascribed,  as  to  the 
Divine  Being,  by  whose  name  it  is  called,  and  by  whose  Spirit  it 
is  sanctified  and  governed. 

6.  How  then  is  it  that,  after  the  lapse  of  fifteen  hundred  years, 
retaining  the  same  Scriptures,  and  substantially,  I  ma^  sa^, 
preaching  the  same  doctrine  of  redemption  through  faith  in 
Christ,  this  grand  principle  should  now  be  set  at  naught  by  so 
many  thousands  of  believers ! — that  what  before  was  deemed  an 
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essential  and  inalienable  character,  shonld  now  be  regarded  almost 
as  a  matter  of  indifference  t — that  the  question  is  not  so  much, 
which  body  of  nominal  Christians  is  best  entitled  to  the  appellation 
of  the  true  Church,  as  whether  any  such  body  exist  at  all  ? — and 
whether  all  the  solemn  injunctions  and  fervent  prayers  of  our  Lord, 
and  all  the  admonitions  of  his  Apostles,  and  all  the  exhortations  of 
the  Bishops  and  Councils  of  the  Church  in  the  first  ages,  for  the 
preservation  of  its  Unity,  be  not  so  many  idle  sounds,  without  force 
or  meaning,  which  the  superior  wisdom  of  a  later  age  has  learnt  to 
disregard ! 

7.  Such,  I  say,  seems  to  be  the  state  of  the  question  with  the 
Dissenters  of  the  present  day ;  and  it  is  a  paradox,  capable  only 
of  one  solution.  That  solution  is  to  be  found,  I  believe,  in  the 
long-established  usurpation,  and  the  false  teaching  of  the  Chubgh 

OF   BiOME. 

8.  The  usurpation  of  that  domineering  Church,  acquiesced  in 
by  the  Western  Churches  for  seven  or  eight  hundred  years,  had 
succeeded  in  destroying  the  true  principh  of  Church  Unity,  by 
transferring  it  from  its  heavenly  original,  to  a  spurious  earthly 
dominion.  By  slow  degrees,  acting  on  a  steadv  principle  of 
ambition,  the  Bishops  of  Rome,  taking  advantage  of  the  deference 
paid  to  the  spiritual  ruler  of  the  imperial  city,  and  of  the  greatest 
Diocese  of  the  West,  contrived  to  substitute  the  Head  of  that 
Diocese  for  the  Head  of  the  Church;  to  teach  and  to  persuade 
men,  that  Unity  consisted  in  adhering  to  this  chief;  that  he  was 
the  visible  representative  of  its  invisible  Head  ;  and  that  to  sepa- 
rate from  him  was  equivalent  to  a  separation  from  all  communion 
with  that  body,  of  which  he  was  the  divinely-appointed  ruler. 

9.  In  support  of  this  claim  was  brought  the  fabulous  invest- 
ment of  St.  Peter  with  paramount  jurisdiction ;  and  upon  this 
fiction  was  engrafted  (without  the  slightest  authority,  either  from 
Scripture  or  from  history)  the  right  of  each  subsequent  Bishop 
of  that  See,  supposed  to  have  been  St.  PeterX  to  the  same 
privilege. 

10.  It  may  easily  be  imagined  how  a  persuasion  of  the  abso- 
lute necessity  of  such  a  system  would  soon  arise,  that,  to  constitute 
the  Unity  of  the  Church,  there  must  needs  be  one  Governor  npon 
earth — a  constitution  analogous  to  the  scheme  of  worldly  mo- 
narchies, and  conducive  among  them  to  order,  to  peace,  and  to 
perpetuity. 

11.  The  resemblance  is  striking  between  this  case  and  that  of 
the  Church  under  the  law,  when  the  prophet,  in  his  severe 
reproof  to  the  Israelites,  told  them  their  wickedness  was  great  in 
asking  an  earthly  sovereign,  when  ^'  the  Lord  their  God  was  their 
King.  Well  would  it  be  if  the  Romish  Church  would  confess,  as 
the  children  of  Israel  then  did,  '^  We  have  added  unto  all  our  sins 
this  evil,  to  ask  us  a  king.**'  * 

*  1  Samuel,  xil  19. 
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12.  That  in  the  age  when  these  pretencdons  began,  there  was 
not  learning  sufficient  to  refote  them,  we  all  know ;  neither  was 
there  a  spirit  of  independent  search  after  tmth,  or  even  a  sufficient 
acquaintance  with  Scripture  to  detect  the  fallacy.  Those  who 
knew  the  Scriptures  kept  the  key  of  knowledge  to  themselres,  and 
were  themselves  interested  in  maintaining  the  vicious  ^stem ;  or, 
if  a  few  of  better  spirit  occasionally  arose  amon^  the  Glergy,  how 
could  their  voice  be  heard  or  regarded,  in  opposition  to  the  powers 
of  the  Papacy  i  With  what  hope  of  success  would  an  isolated 
individual  have  then  ^^  wrestled  against  principalities,  and  powers, 
and  spiritual  wickedness  in  high  places  T  That  our  LoticFb  hinadom 
wa$  not  ofthu  toorldy  was  a  truth  then  ill  understood.  Neither  be 
ye  catted  fnasterSf  for  one  is  your  Master^  even  Christ,  might  be 
taught  as  a  lesson  of  Christian  humility ;  but  who  would  venture 
to  produce  it  in  that  asfe  as  evidence  against  the  claim  of  an 
individual  who  acted,  both  in  name  and  in  the  imaginations  of  men, 
as  the  sole  legitimate  representative  of  that  Master. 

13.  The  spell  then  continued  unbroken,  gathering  strength  with 
time :  though  men  were  found  in  every  age  who  bore  testimony 
against  the  impurity,  and  fraud,  and  tyranny,  and  covetousness  of 
the  See  of  Bome,  and  against  the  abominations  sanctioned  by  her 
example ;  yet  were  they  restrained  in  their  opposition  through  a 
dread  of  incurring  the  sentence  of  exclusion  from  the  Church  of 
CSirist,  by  the  judgment  of  Him,  who  was  supposed  to  be  divinely 
authorized  to  govern  it. 

14.  As  soon,  then,  as  the  veil  was  removed  from  their  eyes — 
when  it  was  clearl^r  demonstrated  that  the  whole  claim  rested  upon 
an  unreal  foundation — when  it  was  perceived  that  the  authority 
was  not  only  imperfect,  but  that  it  was  altogether  fictitious — ^that 
no  individual  governor  ever  was  appointed  over  the  Church  on 
earth — another  great  error,  though  a  less  dangerous  one,  naturally 
sprung  up  in  many  minds — that  the  Unity  of  the  Church,  as  a  visible 
society,  was  unreal  and  fictitious  also.  It  was  a  natural,  but  by  no 
means  a  necessary  error,  springing  out  of  that  state  of  things.  And 
it  is  one  of  the  many  blessings  which  demand  the  gratitude  of  this 
nation,  that  here  it  met  with  no  countenance  firom  the  authors  of 
our  Reformation.  That  work  went  on  temperately  and  firmly, 
without  detriment  to  the  sacred  institution  which  required  to  be 
thns  purified.  Her  foundations  were  strengthened:  her  genuine 
form  was  restored :  her  ancient  and  primitive  rites  were  retained, 
and  carefully  separated  from  the  impurities  which  had  in  a  long 
succession  of  ages  defiled  and  profaned  them.  But  the  body  of  the 
Chnrch  in  its  original  structure  remained  unchanged;  and  the  name 
Catholic  ^which  thoughtless  men  among  us  still  sulow  to  be  confined 
to  Bomanists)  was  anxiously  preserved,  as  expressive  of  our  al- 
legiance to  the  great  Founder  of  the  Church,  of  our  belief  in  its 
Unity,  and  of  the  eternal  obligation  we  are  under  to  maintain  our- 
selves in  its  communion. 

z2 


34lO  DUTY  OF   PBOMOTUra  CBBJBEUX   UNITT. 

16.  That  other  portions  of  Ohristendom,  renouncmg  as  we  did 
the  pollutions  of  Popery,  did  not  e<ra&IIy  recognise  the  original  form 
of  the  Christian  Church  as  one  of  indispensable  importance,  and 
thus  loosened  with  their  own  hands  the  hhne  which  the  apostles 
had  constructed  for  the  preservation  and  transmission  of  the  truth, 
is  indeed  to  be  lamented.  But  although  much  extravagance  and 
error  mixed  itself  with  the  various  schocns  of  reform,  and  the  word 
Protestant  became  a  title  comprehending  many  heterogeneous 
elements,  yet  this  in  no  degree  affects  our  own  Catholic  character. 
It  ought,  indeed,  to  enhance  our  reverence  and  gratitude  towards 
those  great  and  good  men,  on  many  of  whom  was  shed  the  lustre 
of  mart^p-rdom,  who  won  for  us  this  mightv  deliverance,  and  to  pro- 
tect their  memory  from  that  unfeeling  and  undutiful  disrespect  with 
which  it  has  been  within  these  few  years  assailed. 
See  aJflo  Par.  41,  in  Chap.  XXY. 

62.  In  the  meantime,  my  reverend  brethren,  be  it  our  care  to 
strive  without  ceasing  against  the  prevailing  evil  of  this  part  of  the 
country — religious  dissension ;  to  bring  together,  as  far  as  lies  in 
our  power,  the  scattered  sheep  of  Christ^s  nock,  and  to  unite  them 
in  one  fold,  as  their  Redeemer  willed  them  to  be,  and  appointed  us 
his  ministers  for  that  purpose.  If  they  still  obstinately  refuse,  let 
it  not  ruffle  our  temper,  or  interrupt  charity — ^nay,  let  it  not  grieve 
us  overmuch,  or  be  the  cause  of  lasting  uneasiness  or  vexation  m  our 
minds.  God  forbid  that  we  should  cease  to  pray  for  them,  although 
we  bear  testimony  against  the  sinfulness  of  the  course  they  are 
pursuing.  Whatever  the  issue  may  be  here,  such  labour  of  love 
you  are  sure  will  not  be  unrewarded  in  heaven.  Your  greatest 
difficulty  will  be  to  induce  minds  trained  in  another  school,  and 
lon^  alienated  from  the  discipline  of  the  Church,  to  lend  an  unpre- 
judiced ear  to  your  instruction.  That  point  once  gained,  I  am 
certain  that  many  will  be  brought  to  understand  the  obli^tion  they 
are  under  to  join  us,  in  obedience  to  the  last  solemn  injunction  of 
the  blessed  Founder  of  the  Church :  and  what  they  are  brought  at 
first  to  do,  as  an  act  of  obedience  to  Him,  for  conscience  sake,  they 
will  soon  by  habit  learn  to  do  from  pious  affection,  and  from  a  desire 
of  that  comfort  to  the  soul,  which  true  devotion,  under  the  guidance 
of  the  Church,  never  fails  to  afford. 

Mountain,  Bishop  of  Montreal. — 1842. 
Vide  Pan.  5^  6,  in  Chap.  X. 

Dbnison,  Bishop  of  Salisbury. — 1842. 

^*.  Some  valuable  observations  on  the  subject  of  ChrigHan  Unity  will  be 
found  in  the  Sermon  alluded  to  by  his  Lordship  in  his  Chaige  of  1842.  Par.  2. 
— Fide  wpra  page  11. 
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Wilson,  Bishop  op  Oalcutta. — 1838. 
Fitfe  Pan.  3  and  18,  inCHii^.  XXV ;  and  Par.  26,  in  Chap.  XXVI. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  op  Exeter. — 1839. 

16.  Another,  and  a  kindred  question,  is  that  which  relates  to 
the  doctrine  of  the  Christian  Sacraments. 

17.  On  this  subject,  we  have  rather  to  complain  of  the  varaeand 
indistinct,  and  therefore  too  often  depreciating  tone,  in  which  the 
Sacraments  are  spoken  of,  than  to  oppose  onrselves  to  the  direct 
denial  of  their  spiritnal  efficacy.  Such  denial  would  be  so  glaringly 
opposed  to  the  most  express  and  solemn  declarations  of  our  Church, 
that  no  man  can  well  call  himself  a  member  of  it,  and  join  in  de- 
nying its  known  doctrine  that  the  Sacraments  are  not  mere  signs, 
but  also  efiectual  means  of  grace.  But  then  we  have  to  lament, 
that  many,  content  with  barely  asserting  this  truth  in  its  most 
naked  and  abstract  form,  permit  themselves  yirtuaUy  to  rob  the  Sa- 
craments of  their  full,  great,  and  practical  efficiency. 

18.  Here,  too,  without  arguing  on  the  controverted  points,  I 
shall  content  myself  with  reminding  you  of  the  extent  to  which 
our  Church  carries  its  doctrine,  and  tnerefore  of  the  extent  in  which 
we,  every  one  of  us,  have  repeatedly  and  solemnly  declared  that  we 
hold  it. 

19.  And  first,  of  the  two  Sacraments,  (specially  so  called,^)  it 
maintains  that  they  are  ^^generaUy  necessary  to  Sahation:^  that 
they  are  ^^sure  witnesses,  and  effectual  means  of  grace,  and  of 
Grod'^s  good-will  towards  us,  by  which  he  doth  work  invisibly  in  us,^ 


9  ''The  Roman  Catholic  considers  that  there  are  seven  Sacraments  ;tMdonoi  sirictip 
determine  the  number.  We  define  the  word  generally  to  be  an  <  outward  sign  of  an 
inward  grace,*  tDiihout  aaying  to  how  many  ordmancea  this  applies,  Howeyer,  what 
we  do  determine  is,  that  Christ  has  ordained  two  special  Sacraments  as  generally  neces- 
sary to  Salvation.*'  Tract  90,  p.  46. — **  They  ^  (the  five  pretended  Sacraments)  <<  are 
not  Sacraments  in  any  sense,  uniess  (sie)  the  Church  has  the  power  cf  dispensing  grace 
through  rites  qfUs  own  appointing^  or  is  endued  with  the  gift  of  blessinff  and  hallowing 
the  ' ritea  or  ceremonies  *  which,  according  to  the  twentieth  article,  it  'hath  power  to 
decree."    But  we  mag  weU  believe  thai  the  Churdh  has  this  gifl.^'—Ibid.  p.  43.— En. 
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imparting  the  vital  grace  of  Christ  to  us,  ^^and  doth  not  onlj 
quicken  us  in  the  one  Sacrament,  ^'but  also^  as  in  the  other, 
^^  strengthen  and  confirm  our  faith  in  Him.'"  They  are  ^'  outward 
and  visible  signs  of  inward  and  spiritual  grace  given  unto  us,^  ^ — 
they  were  ^^  ordained  by  our  Lord  Himself,"  as  '^  means  whereby  we 
receive  "  that  spiritual  grace,  and  '^  pledges  to  assure  us,"  that,  in- 
visible and  spiritual  as  the  grace  given  in  either  of  them  is,  we  do 
yet  actually  receive  it,  when  we  rightly  receive  the  Sacrament 
which  sets  it  forth. 

^0.  To  come  to  particulars, — ^ 

Pbabson,  Dean  of  Sausbuby. — 1839. 
Vuk  Par.  8,  in  Chi^.  VI.,  and  Par.  14,  in  Chi^.  VIII. 

Bbouohton,  Bishop  of  Austbalia. — 1841. 
Vide  Par.  43,  in  Cliap.  XIX. 

Oabb,  Bishop  of  Bombay. — 1841. 
Vide  PW.  2,  in  Chi^  XVII. 

Sumnbb,  Bishop  op  Winchestkb. — 1841, 
rtde  Par.  10,  in  Chap.  XXV. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeteb. — 1842. 

26.  In  like  manner,  they  have  successftdly  laboured  to  impress 
the  neoesniy  and  efficacy  of  the  Sacraments^  as  the  appointed  means, 
in  and  by  which  God  is  pleased  to  impart  the  vital  and  saving 
grace  of  Christ.  For  this,  also,  I  feel  it  my  duty,  once  more, 
publicly  to  tender  to  them  such  thanks  as  it  is  in  my  power  to  give ; 
and  I  do  so  the  more  earnestly,  because  for  this,  too,  they  have 
been  publicly  attacked  by  men  of  learning  and  piety,  who,  in  their 
zeal  for  a  favourite  theory,  seem  to  have  forgotten  not  only  the 
claims  of  charity,  and  even  justice,  but  also  some  portion  of  their 
creed,  as  well  as  of  the  Articles,  to  which  they  have  solemnly  and 
repeatedly  subscribed. 

27.  The  same  writer*  whom  I  have  just  cited,  one  whose  virtues 

*  He  thus  chaiacterizea  th«  two  Sacraznents  of  the  Gospel  u-. 

''  Christ  institated  his  Sacnunents,  that  they  who  ohserved  them  might  be  a  Tisible 
body  of  witnesses  to  him  in  the  world ;  and  that,  after  the  usual  manner  of  the  divine 
operations,  there  might  be  known  and  manifest  channels,  in  which  his  Spirit  might 
now,  to  the  edification  and  comfort  of  believers.**' 


^  Abchbbrop  Wakx,  in  his  OommefUary  upon  the  Church  Caieekiimy  refers  the 

words  ''^ven  unto  ns  '*  to  the  *^  outward  and  visible  sign  ;** "  I  mean  an  outward  and 

visible  sign  of  an  inward  and  spiritual  grace,  riven  unto  us,  and  ordained,**  &o.-.^d. 

•  See  Chap.  XIV — Ed. 

*  This  passage,  with  its  context,  will  be  found  in  the  extracts  from  the  Bbhof  op 
Gbb8TBR*s  Chaj^  Chap,  ix.,  p.  206,  ncpro.— .Ed. 
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and  services  to  the  Church  must  always  entitle  him  to  our  affectionate 
respect,  how  much  soever  we  may  be  compelled  to  differ  from  him, 

It  18  not  often,  that,  in  any  modeiate  space,  so  numy  eontradictiona  of  the  doctrine 
ci  the  Church  are  made,  as  are  here  crowded  together,  in  a  single  sentence,  by  this 
eminent  and  excellent  man — ^betrayed  into  it,  doubtless,  by  his  ze^  to  protect  the  truth 
from  what  he  deemed  the  dangerous  misstatements  of  others. 

I.  The  Church  says  of  a  ^rament,  that  it  is  different  in  kind  from  other  outward 
rites  or  inward  communications  of  Divine  grace,  inasmuch  as  it  is  ''an  outward  and 
▼isible  sign  of**  some  special  operation  of  the  Holy  Spirit  within  us— in  other  words,  of 
<<  an  inward  and  spiritual  grace  giren  unto  us,*' 

The  writer  savs,  there  is  nothing  special  in  it,  so  far  as  God  is  concerned.  It  is  only 
**  after  the  usual  manner  of  the  divine  operations/*'' 

II.  The  Church  says  that  a  Sacrament  is  ''ordained  by  Christ  Himself,  as  a  means 
whereby  we  receive**  the  grace  so  given  to  us  by  the  Holy  Spirit,  and  as  "  a  pledge  to 
assure  us  thai  we  receive  it  thereby ^^ 

The  writer  says,  that  it  was  instituted  by  Christ,  not  that  any  special  grace  should 
be  thereby  given  or  received,  or  any  pledge  of  our  receiving  it,  but  merely  that,  "  after 
the  usual  manner  of  the  Divine  operations,  there  might  be  a  known  and  manifest 
channeLin  which  his  Spirit  might  flow.**9 

III.  The  Church  says  of  one  of  the  two  Sacraments,  that,  "  by  it,**  not  only  "  those 
who  receive  it  rightly  are,  as  by  an  instrument,  grafted  into  the  Church,'*  but  to  them 
"  the  promises  of  the  forgiveness  of  sin,  and  of  our  adoption  to  be  the  sons  of  God  by 
the  Holy  Ghost,  are  visibly  signed  and  sealed.** 

The  writer  say^  that  there  is  nothing  in  it,  differing  from  "  the  usual  manner  of  the 
Divine  operations:**  it  is  nothing  more  than  *'  a  known  and  manifest  channel,  in  which 
the  Holy  Spirit  may  flow,**  without  any  special  promise  of  any  special  blessing  annexed 
to  it.* 


^  It  could  be  wished  that  the  Bishop  of  Exetbr  had  allowed  the  Church  to  speak 
for  herself,  instead  of  giving  her  words  as  a  comment  upon  his  oum  definition  of  a 
Sacrament.  The  true  statement  of  the  case,  as  it  regards  the  Church  and  the  Bishop 
OF  Chbstbr,  is  simply  this.  The  Church  says  of  a  Sacrament,  that  it  is  "  an  outward 
and  mnble  mgn  of  an  inward  and  spiritual  grace :  **  the  Bishop  says,  "  Christ  instituted 
his  Sacraments,  .  .  .  that  there  might  be  known  and  manifest  channels  in  which 
his  Sffwit  might  flow,  to  the  ed^/ioatian  and  oomfori  of  believers.**  In  what  these  two 
defimtions  "  contradict**  each  other,  it  is  difficult  indeed  to  conceive.  Neither  the 
Choroh  nor  the  Bishop  of  Chbstbr  use  the  word  "  special,**  though  it  is  implied  in 
the  languaee  of  both,  and  more  strongly,  perhaps,  in  that  of  the  Bishop.  It  seems 
almost  needless  to  observe,  that  it  has  been,  under  every  dispensation,  "  the  usual 
manner  of  the  Divine  operations,**  to  connect  with  "  the  substance  of  the  ceremony 
itself,  which  is  visible,**  (see  Hooker*^  definition  of  a  Sacrament)  "  something  else 
more  secret.** — ^Ed. 

*  The  italics  are  not  his  Lordship*s,  nor  are  the  words  so  printed  those  of  the 
ClrardL  ^EiD. 

9  Here,  again,  the  Bishop  of  Chbstbr  is  sadly  misrepresented.  The  Church  defines 
a  Sacrament  to  be  "  an  out¥rard  and  visible  sign  ....  ordained  by  Christ  himself, 
OM  a  means  whereby  we  receive  an  inward  ana  spiritual  grace,  and  as  a  pledge  to  assure 
ns  thereof.**  The  Bishop  of  Chbstbr  says,  that  "  Christ  instituted  his  Sacraments  ** 
for  the  rery  same  purpose,  namely :  "  that  ....  there  might  be  known  and 
visible  channels  in  which  his  grace  might  Jlow,  to  the  edification  and  contort  of 
believers  ;  **  and  his  Lordship  presumes  but  little  upon  the  penetration  of  his  readers, 
in  leaving  them  to  infer  that  the  very  institution  of  such  a  channel  by  Christ  himself, 
is  a  pl«d^  that  the  end  shall  follow  where  the  means  are  duly  employed. — Ed. 

1  It  might  be  a  sufficient  answer  to  this,  and  the  two  following  "contradictions,**  to 
say,  that  the  Bishop  of  Chbstbr  is  speaking  of  the  Sacraments  generally,  not  of  either 
of  them  in  particular ;  and  that  it  would  be  just  as  easy  to  take  the  Church*&  definition 
of  a  Sacrament,  and  maintain,  according  to  the  reasoning  of  the  Bishop  of  Exbtbr, 
that  she  "  contradicts  *'  her  own  doctrine,  because  she  does  not,  in  that  "  single 
sentence,'*  enter  fully  into  the  nature  of  the  benefits  conveyed  to  us  in  Baptism.  So 
&r,  however,  from  asserting  that  Baptism  is  "without  any  special  promise  of  any 
special  blessing  annexed  to  it,**  the  Bishop  up  Chbstbr  speaks  of  it  as  a  "  mantfest 
ciiannei,**  in  wmdi  the  Spirit  of  Christ  flows  to  the  "  comfort  qf  believers,^^  Surely  this 
^  0on)/bfl**  38  a  "  special  blessing,'^  and  not  only  so,  but  a  blessing  inseparable  from 
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has  not  scrupled  to  insist,^  that  in  '^  speaking  of  Justification  by 
Faith  ^  we  may  not  say  that  "  Baptism  concurs  towards  onr  Justi- 
fication i*"^  addinpf,  that,  in  his  judgment,  no  consistent  member  of 
the  Church  of  England  can  hold  such  an  opinion ;  although  eyery 
time  he  recites  the  Nicene  Greed  he  ^'  acknowledges  one  Baptism 
for  the  remission  of  sins  ;'^7  although  the  27th  Article  affirms,  that 
*'  by  Baptism  the  promises  of  forgiyeness  of  sins,  and  of  our  adoption 
to  be  sons  of  Goa  by  the  Holy  Ghost,  are  yisibly  signed  and  sealed, 
fiskith  is  confirmed,  and  grace  increased  C^  although,  too,  the  Homily 

ly.  The  Church  says  of  the  other  Saorament,  that  it  is  '^  an  outward  sign  of  the^ 
wondrous  *' spiritual  grace,  thereby  given  and  received,"  "  our  redempHan  by  Chrisfa 
death,'' 

The  writer  says,  it  is  onl  v  **  after  the  usual  manner  of  the  Divine  operations,  a  known 
and  manifest  channel,  in  which  God*s  Spirit  may  flow."' 

y.  The  Churdi  says  of  the  same  Sacrament,  that  in  it  "  the  Body  and  Blood  of 
Christ  are  verily  and  indeed  taken  and  received  by  the  faithful." 

The  writer  says,  that  there  is  nothing  in  it,  beyond  ^'  the  usual  manner  of  the  Divine 
operations."' 

y  I.  The  Church  says  of  the  two  Sacraments,  that  they  are  '*  generally  necessary  to 
Salvation." 

The  writer  says,  that  they  are  instituted  only  ^  to  the  edification  and  comfort  of 
believers."* 

*'  the  promises  of  the  forgiveness  of  sin,  and  of  our  adoption  to  be  the  sons  of  God  by 
the  Etoly  Ghost."  "  Comfort  ye,  comfort  ye,  my  people,  saith  your  God.  Speak  ye 
oot^fortahfy  to  Jerusalem,  and  cry  unto  her  that  ,  ,  .  ,  her  imquUy  is  pardoned,'* 
<— En. 

2  Would  not  the  foUowing  be  a  more  fair  and  candid  representation  of  the  Bishop 
OF  Chbstxr^s  views? 

The  Church  says  of  the  other  Sacrament,  that  '^Christ  ....  hath  instituted 
and  ordained  holy  mysteries  as  pledges  of  his  love,  ....  to  owr  ffreai  and  endiees 
eomfori,^ 

The  Bishop  of  Chsstbr  says,  that  '^  Christ  instituted  his  Sacraments  that  there 
misht  be  known  and  manifest  channels  in  which  his  Spirit  may  flow,  to  the  edification 
and  contort  of  believers. — Ed. 

'  No !  The  writer  says  that,  '*  t^fter  ihe  usual  manner  qf  the  Divine  operatione,'" 
Christ  has  ^*  instituted  his  Sacraments  "  as  *'  manifest  channds'*  of  swritual  grace ;  it 
was  not  necessary  for  his  lordship^s  purpose  to  enter  particularly  intothe  nature  of  the 
grace  communicated  to  the  faithful  in  the  Lord*s  Supper,  but  the  language  which  he 
employs  in  speaking  generally  of  the  two  Sacraments,  mst^  of  being  a  **  contradiction 
of  the  doctrine  of  the  Church,"  is  in  exact  accordance  with  her  own  expressions. — Ed. 

*  It  wiU  be  observed  that,  through  the  whole  of  these  animadversions  of  t^e  Bishop 
OF  ExBTER,  the  words  '*  only,"  "  merely,"  "  nothing  in  it,"  "  nothing  beyond,"  &o. 
are  not  in  the  passages  quoted,  but  are  the  gratuitous  msertions  of  his  lordship,  pedeotly 
tmwarranted  by  the  Bishop  of  Chb8Tbr*8  statement  What  would  his  lordship  sa^, 
if  the  same  liberty  were  taken  with  the  following  passage  in  the  ''Elxhortation?" 
*'  He  hath  instituted  and  ordained  holy  mysteries"  wUy  ''as  pledges  of  his  love ;"  merely 
'*  for  a  continual  remembrance  of  his  death  ;*'  only  **  to  our  great  and  endless  com- 
fort,"—Ed. 

^  The  passage  referred  to  will  be  found  under  the  extracts  from  the  Bishop  op 
Chhstbr's  Charge,  in  Chap.  XXI_£d. 

*  ''In  these  foresaid  ptlaces^  the  Apostle  toucheth  specially  three  thinffs  which  must 
go  together  in  our  Justification.     Upon  God^s  part,  his  great  mercy  and  grace ;  upon 

Christ^i  part.  Justice ; and  upon  our  part,  true  and  lively  Faith  in  the  merits 

of  Jesus  Chnst  ....  And  therefore  St.  Paul  describeth  here  no^n^  upon  the  behalf 
of  man,  concerning  his  Justification,  but  only  a  true  and  lively  FiUth,'"-^Homify  qf 
Salvation.  Part  ii_£i>. 

"J  "  Wnat,  then,  is  the  explanation  of  the  strong  language  of  our  old  Divines,  and  of 
the  Fathers  before  them,  as  to  the  benefits  connected  with  Baptism  ?  We  answer,  pre- 
cisely that  which  the  Homilies  quote  from  St.  Augustine. 
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of  Salvation,  which  is  declared  in  the  11th  Article  to  express  the 
doctrine  of  our  Church  on  Justification,  uses  the  word  baptized  as 
synonymous  with  justified ;*«  and  although  the  Homily  "of 
Common  Prayer  and  Sacraments'^ — one  of  those  of  which  he  has 
again  and  again  acknowledged  that  they  '^contain  a  godly  and 
wholesome  Doctrine'' — states  "the  exact  signification  of  a  Sacra- 
ment" to  be  "a  msihle  sign^  whereunto  is  annexed  the  promise  of 
free  forgiveness  of  our  sinsy  and  of  our  holiness  and  joining  in  Christ." 
Of  which  description  it  says,  "  there  be  but  two,  ^Baptism  and  the 
Supper  of  the  Lord^f 

*  ''  Yon  hare  heard  the  office  of  God  in  our  ju8ti6cation;  now  von  Bhall  hear  the 
office  and  duty  of  man  unto  God.  Our  office  is  not  to  paw  the  tune  of  this  present 
life  anfraitfuUy  and  idly,  after  that  we  are  baptized  or  juat\fieiL'^~^HmMly  qfSaivaHoru 
Part  ill. 

+  The  Homily  ascribeB  so  mnoh  imnortanoe  to  this  its  statement  of  ''the  exact 
signification  of  a  Sacrament,**  that  it  urns  proceeds  to  test  by  it  two  other  of  the 
Bomish  Sacraments,  which  might  seem  to  have  the  beet  pretension  to  the  name :  ''For, 
although  abtoluHon  hath  the  promise  of  forgiveness  of  sm,  yet,  by  the  express  word  of 
the  New  Testament,  it  hath  not  this  promise  annexed  and  tied  to  the  visible  sign, 
which  is  imposition  of  hands.  For  this  visible  sign  (I  mean  lavinff  on  of  hands)  is  not 
^pressly  commanded  in  the  New  Testament  to  be  used  in  absolution,  as  the  visible 
signs  in  Baptism  and  the  Lord^  Supper  are :  and  therefore  Absolution  is  no  such  Sa- 
crament as  Baptism  and  the  Communion  are.  And  though  the  ordering  qf  Mmisiert 
hath  this  viaibfe  sign  and  promise,  yet  it  ktoks  the  promue  qf  remitsion  qf  <tn,  as  all 
other  Sacraments  besides  the  two  above-named  do.  Therefore  neither  it,  nor  any 
other  Sacrament  else,  be  such  Sacraments  as  Baptism  and  the  Communion  are.  But, 
in  a  general  acceptation,  the  name  of  a  Sacrament  may  be  attributed  to  any  thing 
whereby  an  holy  tiling  is  signified.** 


*  Writing  to  Boni&cius  of  the  Baptism  of  Infants,  he  (Augustine)  saith,  "  If  Sacra- 
ments had  not  a  certain  simUUude  of  those  thin^  whereof  they  be  Sacraments,  they 
should  be  no  Sacraments  at  alL  And  of  this  smiilitude,  they  do  for  tiie  most  part 
receive  the  names  of  the  self-same  things  they  signify.**  ^^-Jiomily  on  Common  Prayer^ 
Slo, 

"  Now,  then,  let  us  ftppl^  the  language  of  Augustine,    The  Sacrament  of 

Baptism,  since  it  has  a  certain  simihtude  of  that  which  it  signifiei^  does  for  the  most 
part  receive  the  name  ^  ^  seif-same  thing  it  eipni/ies.  This  it  has  received  in  the 
Scriptures,  and  so  is  called  the  '  Baptitm  for  the  remiseion  of  sins,*  because  it  tiffni/iee 
remission  of  sins^  it  is  called  '  the  washing  of  Regeneration,*  because  it  signifies  that 
washing ;  it  Is  called  by  the  Fathers  and  our  Bdformers,  &c.  '  the  new  Birth,* '  the 
new  Creation.'  In  Baptism  they  say  we  receive  remission  of  sins,  the  righteousness  of 
Christ,  and  even  the  firat  motion  of  soul  towards  divine  thinss ;  because  in  Baptism 
these  are  signified,  and  the  promises  of  them  are  sealed,-.the  actual  grace  which  is 
signified,  bemg  coUiBidered  as  already  possessed  in  the  required  repentance  and  faith  of 
1&  Catechumen.** — Bishop  M*Ilvainb'8  Oxford  Divinity  compared  with  that  qf  the 
Hondsh  and  AngUcan  Churches,    pp.  420—422 — Ed. 

«  "The  pUun  testimony  of  the  Word  of  God  is  that  'Whosoever  believeth  that 
Jesus  is  the  Christ  is  bom  of  God.*  '  Every  one  that  loveth  is  bom  of  God.*  '  He  that 
believeth  in  the  Son  hath  everlasting  life.*  Then  as  true  Bepentance  and  Faith  are 
required  for  adult  Baptism,  and  where  there  is  true  Repentance  towards  Grod,  there 
must  be  tme  love,  it  follows  that  the  Church  considers  that  whosoever  is  truly  pre- 
pared for  adult  Bi^tism  is  already  horn  qf  Qody  and  already  justified.^ — Bishop  M'Il- 
VAiNX*s  Oxford  Divinity,  &&,  p.  379. 

"  But  do  the  standard  documents  of  the  Anglican  Church  pronounce  that  no  person, 
however  penitent  and  believing,  is  either  born  of  the  Spirit,  or  Justified,  except  he  have 
been  baptized?'* 

"  The  article  of  Justification,  which  is  applied,  by  Oxford  Divines  exclusively  to 
the  case  in  hand,  via.,  the  Justification  of  the  unbaptized,  contains  not  a  word  about 
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28.  And,  in  respect  to  the  other  Sacrament,  another  writer,  whose 
work  has  been  mnch  applauded,  enumerating  a  series  of  ^^  fearful 


Baptitm.  The  only  mstmment  it  knows  is  Faiih.  Bat  that  Article  refers,  for  a  larger 
explication  of  its  doctrine,  to  the  Homily  of  Salvation.  That  Homily  enters  at  much 
length  into  the  subject  of  Justification  by  Faith  j  and  yet  only  in  the  two  extracts 
given  at  the  commencement  of  this  Chapter,  is  one  tfford  said  about  Baptitm  ;  and  in 
those  passages  not  a  word  about  the  penitent  and  believing,  but  baptized  adult,  but 
only  about  children  incapable  of  beheving,  and  persons  repenting  after  BapUsm. 
Kow  this  looks  very  strange  indeed,  if  there  be  no  Justification  without  Baptism.^.. 
Ibid,  p.  376. 

<'  Again,  the  same  Cranmxb  writes,  or  aids  in  writing  another  Homily  on  Faith, 
which  speaks  laigely  of  its  nature  and  saving  influence,  and  notes  that  whosoever 
bolieveUi  is  bom  of  God ;  but  there  is  not  a  word  in  all  the  Homily  about  Baptisnu 
Can  it  be  supposed  that  such  an  omission  would  have  appeared,  had  Cranmbr  believed 
that  Faith  is  always  '  secondary  and  subordinate  to  Baptism,*  dead  without  it ;  and 
Repentance  so  defective  that  a  sinner  repenting  and  believing  cannot  be  justified,  or  at 
peace  with  God,  till  he  has  been  baptized  ?  Could  the  Church  of  Rome  have  made 
such  an  omission  ?  Could  Dr.  Pussy  or  Mr.  Nxwman  have  kept  Baptism  so  in  the 
shade  ?    This  certainly  is  unaccountable  on  such  a  supposition. 

**  Again,  Bishop  Hoopsr  (Martyr)  writes  a  Sermon  on  Justification,  in  which  he 
spBaks  freeJv  and  very  stongly  of  Faith,  as  the  only  means  of  Justification.  .... 
The  good  Bishop  in  this  Sermon  spoika  of  the  Lord'b  Supper,  and  gets  so  near  to 
Baptism  as  to  speak  of  Nioodemus,  whose  case  is  associated  with  Baptismal 
Regeneration ;  and  yet  not  a  word  about  Baptism  occurs  in  the  whole  Sermon. 

"  Again,  Hookbr  has  a  long  and  learned  Discourse  of  Justification,  in  which  he  is 
exceedmgly  clear  and  pointed  as  to  the  office  of  Faith,  as  well  as  divers  other  cognate 
subjects.  He  says,  *  Faith  is  the  only  hand  which  putteth  on  Christ  unto  Justifieationy'* 
and  *by  Faith  we  are  incorporated  into  Christ,*  In  one  place  he  expressly  sets 
himself  to  shew  what  is  required  in  us,  as  absolutely  necessary  to  Salvation :  he  goes 
over  divers  parUculars,  yet  in  all  the  discourse  not  a  word  is  said  of  Baptism,  except 
to  mention,  as  duiracteristic  qf  Popery,  precisely  what  our  Oxferd  Divines  so  earnestly 
contend  for. 

*'  Precisely  the  same  mif^ht  be  said  of  many  other  standard  authors.  For  example. 
Bishop  Anorxws,  who  writes  a  masterly  Discourse  on  Justification — full  of  imputed 
righteousness  and  faith ;  but  not  a  word  of  Baptism. 

**  But  the  case  of  Bishop  Bxvxridox  is  peculiarly  strong.  No  writer  employs  the 
language  which  we  have  quoted  from  Cranmer,  Bradford,  and  Hooker,  concerning 
Baptism,  with  more  fulness  and  force  than  Beveridge.  At  first  reading,  one  woula 
suppose  that  without  Baptism  there  could  not  possibly  be  either  a  new  creature,  the 
pardon  of  sin,  or  a  hope  of  Salvation :  but  the  same  admirable  Divine  has  a  series  of 
Sermons  on  Faith  and  Repentance,  nine  in  all,  in  one  of  which  he  treats  of  Faith  as 
purifying  the  heart ;  in  another,  as  overcoming  the  world  ;  in  another,  as  the  ordy  title 
to  Scnship  in  Christ ;  in  a  fourth,  on  the  profession  of  such  Faith,  which  brings  one 
Sacrament,  the  Lord*s  Supper,  into  prominent  view ;  in  a  fifth,  on  the  same ;  in  a 
sixth,  on  Repentance  ;  in  a  seventh,  on  Repentance  as  a  certain,  and  the  only  method 
itf  obtaining  pardon  ;  in  an  eighth,  on  Repentance ;  in  the  last,  on  *  Repentance  and 
Faith,  the  two  great  branches  of  the  Evangelical  Covenant ;' — and  yet  in  no  part  of 
these  Discourses  is  the  subject  of  Baptism  even  mentioned,  except  once  or  twice  in 
the  most  incidental  manner. 

**  But  the  case  is  stronger  still  in  regard  to  two  other  Discourses,  expressly  on 
he  Way  of  Salvation,  and  entitled,  *  Salvation  wholly  owing  to  Faith  in  Christ.*  The 
text  is  the  answer  to  tiie  Philippian  jailor,  *  Believe  in  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ,*  &c. 
Now  here  was  a  fine  opportunity  to  shew  the  dependance  of  Faith  on  Baptism,  and  its 
entire  subordination  for  Regeneration  and  Salvation ;  because  it  immediately  follows 
that  the  jailor  *  was  baptized,  he  and  his,  straightway.*  How  could  Mr.  Nswman 
have  handled  the  Faith  of  the  jailor  without  his  Baptism ;  the  word  of  Faith  from 
St.  Paul,  without  the  Sacrament  of  Faith  which  he  administered?  But  Bishop 
BxvsRiDox,  while  he  is  full  and  glorious  on  the  former,  does  not  so  much  as  mention 
the  latter,  except  just  to  say  that,  doubtless,  the  jailor  received  effectually  the 
preaching  of  the  Apostles,  because  'it  is  expressly  asserted,  that  he  and  all  his  were 
presently  baptized,  and  that  *he  believed  in  the  Lord,  with  all  his  hwue,^  Such  is  tho 
only  mention  of  Baptism :  all  the  rest  is  of  Faith, 
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errors,'*  which  he  lays  to  the  charee  of  the  Tractarians,  numbers 
among  them  the  Doctrine  (not  only  of  *^  the  real  presence,^  ex- 
plained as  they  have  explained  it,  bat  also)  of ''  the  communication 
of  our  Saviour  s  Body  and  Blood  in  the  Lord^s  Sapper  i^  seemingly 
forgetting  that  these  words  are  a  transcript  from  an  Epistle  of  St. 
Paal.*«> 

29.  While  the  Sacraments  are  thus  unhappily  depreciated  by 
good  men  of  our  own  day,  it  is  refreshing  to  look  back  to  the 
Fathers  of  oar  Beformed  Church,  and  to  listen  to  their  sounder 
teaching.  Let  me,  then,  contrast  with  what  I  have  just  cited  from 
our  contemporaries,  Hooker's  brief,  but  pregnant,  declarations  on 
this  subject.  **  Sacraments,^  says  he,  '^are  those  visible  signs 
which,  m  the  exercise  of  religion,  God  requireth  every  man  to 
receive,  as  tokens  of  that  savina  grace  which  Himself  thereby  be- 
stoweth.''  Again,  after  describmg  "  Grace,  as  the  Word  of  God 
teacheth,'^  first,  "  His  &vour  and  undeserved  mercy  towards  us ;'' 
secondly,  "The  bestowing  of  His  Holy  Spirit,  which  inwardly 
worketn  ;**  thirdly,  *'  The  effects  of  that  Spirit  whatsoever,  but 
especially  saving  virtues,  such  as  are  Faith,  Charity,  and  Hope  ;^ 
lastly,  ^*  The  free  and  fhll  remission  of  all  our  sins  :'^ — he  imme- 
diately subjoins,  "  Thie  i$  the  Qraee  which  Sacraments  yields  and 
wher^  we  are  aU  juetified^'f^  In  another  place  he  says,  with 
express  reference  to  those  who  would  so  hold  the  doctrine  of 
Justification  by  Faith  only,  as  to  derogate  from  the  dignity  and 
worth  of  Sacraments,  "  The  Old  Valentinians  held  that  the  work 

of  our  restoration  must  needs  belong  unto  knowledge  only 

They  draw  very  near  unto  this  error  who,  fixing  (wholly — Ed.) 

•  1  Cor.  X.  16. 

t  Hooker;,  B.  v.  App.  p.  662 ;  Keble^B  2nd  Edition. 


'^  The  contrast  between  this  entire  passing  OTer  of  the  Baptism  of  the  jailor  on  the 
part  of  Bbtxridob,  and  the  prominence  assigned  to  it  bpr  Dr.  Pusky  is  verv  striking : 
Bishop  Bkysridob  dwells  exdosiTely  upon  the  requued  Faith ;  Dr.  Pusby  sees 
nothing  scarcely  in  that  Faith  hut  Baptism,  as  necessary  to  the  vei^  life  of  Faith. 
Ilius  says  the  latter :  '  Paul  says,  ^  Believe  on  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ,^*  &c. ;  but  a 
part  of  that  belief  was  his  Bi^tism,  without  which  his  belief  had  bbbn  dbad.* — 
Traeif  No.  67>  Am.  Ed.,  p.  173.  Now  if  Bbtbrioob  had  beUeyed,  with  Dr.  Pusby, 
as  is  contended,  that  the  jailor^s  Faith  was  dead  till  Baptism  gave  it  life,  how  was  it 
noanble  that  in  expoundii^^  the  way  of  Salvation,  as  exhibited  in  the  case  of  the  jailor, 
ne  flbould  have  expended  two  whole  Discourses-^tiie  one  on  Salvation  by  Faith  in 
general,  the  other  on  Justifying  Faith  in  particular,  without  even  alluding  to  any 
dependence  of  Faith  on  Baptism,  or  any  connection  between  them?  and  yet 
Bbvbridob  is  one  of  the  examples  given  by  the  Oxford  Tracts  of  those  English 
Divines  who  teach  thdr  Doctrine  of  Baptismal  Justification,  "-^/i^  pp.  383 — 387i — Ed. 

•  The  wMM^niTig  attached  by  the  Tractarians  to  the  expression,  ''the  oommunioaiion 
of  our  Saviour'a  Body  and  Blood  in  the  Lord's  Supper,'*  is  very  different  from  that  of 
St.  Paul  when  he  says, ''  The  oup  of  blessing  which  we  bless,  is  it  not  the  comimiwnum 
of  the  Blood  of  Chnst  ?  The  bread  which  we  break,  is  it  not  the  wmmunkon  of  the 
Body  of  Christ  ?**  Compare  this  passage  with  the  extracts  from  the  writings  of  Messrs. 
Nbwman,  Palmbb,  and  Froudb,  given  in  Chap.  XVL — Ed. 

^  Surely  the  Bishop  op  Exbtbr  would  not  have  it  inferred  from  this,  that  in  the 
o^nion  of  Hookbr  we  are  justified  by  Ihe  SaeramerUt,  which  is  the  point  at  issue. 
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their  minds  on  the  (known — Ed.)  necessity  of  Faith,  imagine 
that  nothing  but  Faith  is  necessary  for  the  attainment  of  all  grace. 
Yet  is  it  a  branch  of  bdie/y  that  SaoramentB  are,  in  their  place,  no 
less  required  than  belief  itself."** 

30.  Such  is  the  Doctrine  of  one  who  is,  by  common  consent,  re- 
cognised as  "  the  judicious  Hooker,^^  in  strict  accordance  with  the 
Articles  and  Homuies  of  our  Church.  Such,  too,  is  the  doctrine  of 
a  no  less  illustrious  luminary  of  the  next  century,  Isaac  Basmno? 

*  Hooker,  Ece.  Pol.,  ▼.  60.  It  is  a  eurions  coineideoce,  that  SoeiiiuB  symbolizes 
very  strikinglv  with  ultra-ProteetantB,  in  his  doctrine  of  Baptism :  £or  thus  he  writes  u« 

<<  Vel  Baptismo  illi,  hoc  est,  solemniter  peractsB  ablutionii  peccatornm  Remiasionem 
ne^uaquam  tribuit  Petrus  (Act.  ii.  d8),sed  totam  Poenitentis :  vel,  si  Baptismi  quoqae 
ea  m  re  lationem  habuitj  aut  qnatenus  ^ublicam  nondrmJetu  ChrttH  profemonemy  earn 
iantummodo  consideravit ;  aut  si  ipeitis  etiam  extemae  ablutionis  omnino  rationem  habere 
Toluit,  quod  ad  ipsam  attinet,  remissionis  peccatorum  nomine,  non  ipaam  renUuionem 
verif  ted  remimonU  deolaraiumem,  et  obsignatiwiem  quandam  intellexit.** — Soeinut  de 
BaptUmo. 

*  The  foUowing  passafe,  firom  the  same  section  of  the  Fifth  Book  of  the  Ece.  PoL, 
places  in  a  very  clear  li^t  the  sentimentB  of  Hookkr  upon  this  point  ^'  If  outward 
Baptism  were  a  cause  in  itself  possessed  of  that  power,  (the  remission  of  mns,)  either 
natural  or  supernatural,  without  the  present  operation  whereof  no  such  e£fect  could 
possibly  flow ;  it  must  ^en  follow,  that  seeing  effects  do  never  prevent  the  necessary 
causes  out  of  which  they  spring,  no  man  could  ever  receive  grace  before  Baptism : 
which  being  apparently  both  known,  and  also  cor^egsed  to  be  otherwise  tn  manjf  par- 
iictilarSf  although  in  the  rest  we  make  not  Baptism  a  cause  of  grace ;  yet  the  grace 
which  is  given  them  wi^  their  Baptism  doth  so  far  depend  upon  the  very  outrord 
Sacrament,  that  God  will  have  it  embraced,  not  only  as  a  sign  or  token  which  we 
receive,  but  also  as  an  instrument  or  mean  whereby  we  receive  grace,  because  Baptism 
is  a  Sacrament  which  Grod  hath  instituted  in  his  Church,  to  the  end  that  they  which 
receive  the  same  might  therebv  be  incorporated  into  Christ ;  and  so  through  his  mosi 
precious  merit  obtain,  as  well  that  saving  grace  of  imputation  which  taketii  away  all 
former  guiltiness,  as  also  that  inspired  Divme  virtue  of  the  Holy  Ghost  which  giveth 
to  the  powers  of  tiie  soul  their  first  disposition  towards  future  newness  of  life.** 

So  again  in  Book  vi  **  God  hath  instituted  and  ordained,  that  together  with  due 
administration  and  receipt  of  sacramental  signs,  there  shaU  proceed  from  Himself 
grace  effectual  to  sanctify,  to  cure,  to  comfort,  and  whatsoever  else  is  for  the  good  of 
tne  souls  of  men.**  '<  The  outwajrd  sign  applied,  hath  of  itself  no  natural  efficacy 
towards  grace,  neither  doth  God  put  into  it  any  supernatural  inherent  virtue.*** — Com- 
pare with  these  two  sentences  the  passage  from  the  Charge  of  the  Bishop  of  CHSsrsa 
so  severely  censured  by  Bishop  Phillfotts  ;  supra,  p.  342. — En. 

3  Bishop  M'Ilvainx,  after  i^uotinff  the  extract  from  Barrow  given  by  the  Tract- 
arians  in  support  of  their  doctrme  of  Baptismal  Justification,  observes— 

'*  Now,  from  all  this,  we  would  conclude  that  Barrow  had  no  idea  of  such  a  thing 
as  Justification  before  Baptism.  But  how  will  this  agree  with  the  following  passage  in 
the  same  Sermon  of  Justification  P 

<  In  Baptism  St.  Paul  saith,  we  die  to  sin,  (by  resolution  and  engagement  to  lead  a 
new  life  in  obedience  to  God's  commandment,)  and  so  dying  we  are  said  to  be  justified 
from  sin  (that  which  otherwise  is  expressed,  or  expounded,  by  being  freed  fr^m  sin :) 
now  the  freedom  from  sin  obtained  in  Baptism  is  frequently  declared  to  be  the 
remission  of  sin  then  conferred,  and  solemnly  confirmed  by  a  visible  seaL 

*  Whereas  also  frequently  we  are  said  to  be  justed  bg  Faith,  and  according  to  the 

Seneral  tenor  of  Scripture,  the  immediate  consequent  of  Faith  is  Baptism :  therefore 
ispensin^^  the  benefits  consigned  in  Baptism  is  coincident  with  Justification  ;  and  that 
dispensation  is  frequently  signified  to  be  cleansing  us  from  sin  by  tiie  entire  remission 
thereof.* 

*'  Now  here  iBJusttfging  Faith  going  b^ore  Baptism  ;  Baptism  made  its  consequenL 
But  in  Oxford  doctrine  this  order  is  directly  reversed.  Justifying  Faith  is  there  the 
consequent  of  Baptism.    The  benefits  of  Baptism  are  said  by  Barrow  to  be  '  oo- 
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He  says,  ^^  The  benefits  which  God  signifies  in  Baptism,  and  (npon 
due  terms)  engageth  to  confer  on  us,  are  these  :  first,  The  purgation 
or  absolution  of  us  from  the  guilt  of  past  offences  by  a  free  and  full 
remission  of  them — hU  freely  jwiifying  ua.^* 

31.  Be  such  our  teaching.  Sacraments,  in  the  fullest  and  truest 
sense,  are  not  merely  acts  of  men — acts  of  worship— sacrifices  of 
praise  and  thanksgiving ;  they  are  all  these,  but  they  are  far  more, 
far  higher,  than  all  these.  Their  great,  their  distinctive  cha- 
racteristic is,  that  they  are  God^s  acts — applications  of  Gt)d  to  man 
— His  means,  His  instruments,  of  giving  to  us  that  oneness  with 
Christ,  by  which  we  are  saved,  and  wherein  we  stand.  Until  we 
teach  our  people  thus  to  think  and  feel  of  the  Sacraments,  we  shall 
have  left  one  main  part  of  our  office,  as  stewards  of  the  mysteries 
of  God,  miserably  neglected.  Until  they  shall  thus  think  of  these 
mysteries,  they  will  not  think  of  im,  as  it  is  far  more  for  their 
benefit,  than  for  ours,  that  they  should  always  think.  But  when 
they  shall  be  so  taught,  that  teaching  will  be  more  effectual  in 
winning  them  back  from  the  wanderings  of  dissent  and  schism,  or 
in  keeping  them  within  the  true  fold,  than  all  the  arguments  which 
the  wit  of  man  can  devise. 

32.  This  is  no  secret  to  those  who,  while  we  slept,  intruded  into 
our  folds,  and  have  laboured  too  successively  in  estranging  our 
flocks.     They  keep  the  Sacraments  wholly  out  of  sight ;  or  treat 

*  Barrow,  Doctrine  of  Sacraments,  621. 


inddeiU  with  Justification,*  not  produotiye  of  it.  They  come  by  Faith,  and  are  *  can- 
toned* by  Bi^tism  ;  '  conferred,  and  solemnly  confiimed*  by  it,  as  '  a  visible  seal  ;* 
just  as  an  estate,  which  has  been  long  since  purchased  and  possessed,  is  conferred  by  a 
deed  of  conveyuice,  and  confirmed  by  a  visible  seal.  The  decUh  unto  sin  which  Paul 
speaks  of  as  being  contained  in  Baptism  is  here  said  to  be  '  by  resolution  and  engage- 
ment to  lead  a  new  life* — ^no  'inward,  spiritual*  change.  Dr.  Barrow  considers  &ai 
as  having  been  already  wrought  in  Repentance  and  Faith.  He  expressly  says,  that 
Repentance  and  Faith,  which  are  required  as  preparatory  to  adult  Baptism,  are  '  that 
death  to  sin  and  resurrection  to  righteousness,  that  beins  buried  with  Christ  and  rising 
again  with  him,  so  as  to  walk  in  newness  of  life,  which  the  BaptitmeU  tution  signifies.* 

'*  Here  then,  according  to  the  Oxford  view,  is  a  perfect  contradiction,  rendered  the 
more  manifest  because  Barrow  considers  the  Oxford  Doctrine  of  Justification  by  in- 
herent righteousness  to  be  an  interpretation  of  St  Paul '  arbitrario^M  and  uncouth.*  **— . 
Bishop  M'Ilvainr*8  Oxford  Dimniip,  &&,  pp.  396—398. 

Bishop  M*Ilvaink  then  proceeds  to  shew  the  same  thin|^  in  Hookbr  ;  and  after 
eompaucing  the  extract  quoted  from  him  b^  the  Tractarians  m  their  Catena  Patrum 
with  another  from  Mr.  Kleble*is  edition  of  his  works,  vol.  ii.  p.  702,  proceeds, — 

**  Now  here  we  have  the  visible  mode  of  conveying  an  estate  produced  by  St. 
Bernard  (quoted  by  Hooker — Ed.)  as  an  illustration  of  the  conveyance  of  remisdon 
of  sins  by  Baptism.  Does  it  follow,  when  a  deed  is  signed,  sealed,  aud  delivered,  that 
the  person  to  whom  it  is  made,  and  who,  in  law,  is  said  then  to  receive  the  '  conveyances^ 
has  not  before  that  been  in  the  real  and  equitable  possession  and  enjoyment  of  the 
estate  ?  Certainly  not.  Then,  according  to  the  above  illustration  of  St.  Bsrnard,  it 
no  more  follows  that,  because  remission  is  said  to  be  '  conveyed*  or  *  contigned  by  the 
sign  and  seal  of  Baptism,  the  person  receiving  it  has  not  been  before  that,  in  the  actual 
possession  before  God,  of  Remission  of  Sins.  Such  in  the  sentiment  which  Hooker 
makes  his  own  by  quotation,  and  which  must  therefore  ejpplain  the  passages  previously 
adduced  from  him.'*^Ibid,  pp.  398— 401.-.Ed. 
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them  as  mere  ceremonies,*  sometimes  as  Popish  ceremonies.  For 
thej  are  ^'  wise  in  their  generation.^  They  know  well  that,  if  their 
hearers  once  believe  that  the  Sacraments  are  Ood^s  special  means  of 
conferring  saving  grace,  they  must  demand,  to  whom  is  it  that  Ood 
has  given  commission  and  power  to  minister  them ! 

33.  And  here  I  woald  again  press  npon  yon,  but  now  more 
earnestly  than  before,'f  from  the  considerations  I  have  just  adduced, 
the  duty  of  administering  the  Sacrament  of  Baptism,  as  the  Rubric 
requires,  before  the  congregation  at  the  appointed  time,  after  the 
second  lesson. 

34.  You  may  say  that  your  congregations  will  be  impatient  of 
such  an  addition  to  the  Morning  or  Evening  Prayer.  If  they  be, 
^ou  cannot  need  a  stronger  proof  of  the  need  they  have  of  special 
instruction  on  this  main  point,  the  nature  and  the  blesdng  of 
Christian  Baptism.  Depend  upon  it,  that  they  who  are  impatient 
of  the  performance  of  that  holy  office,  are  miserably  deficient  either 
in  Christian  knowledge  or  in  Christian  feeling,  or,  too  probably,  in 
both.  For  if  they  understand  the  office,  they  must  value  it  as  a 
pregnant  manual  of  Evangelic  doctrine ;  they  must,  too,  rejoice  to 
bear  their  part  in  it,  as  one  of  the  most  delightful  of  Christian 
privileges.  For  what  portion  of  Divine  wonSiip  cmi  delight  a 
Christian  if  he  be  cold,  much  more  if  he  be  impatient,  in  witnessing 
the  infant  sons  and  daughters  of  those  around  him  rescued  from 
spiritual  death,  bom  again,  made  members  of  Christ,  children  of 
God,  heirs  of  everlasting  Salvation ! 

35.  The  truth  is — and,  as  we  do  not  meet  for  the  purpose  of 
complimenting  each  other,  you  will  bear  with  me  while  I  declare  it 

*  I  grieve  to  see  the  same  writer,  to  whom  I  haye  before  referred,  eire  (anintoo- 
tionally,  I  doubt  not)  too  much  coantenaiioe  to  this  representation  of  Sacraments,  by 
his  own  alteration^  of  the  Churdi^s  description  of  *^  The  yisible  Chnreh,**  which  he 
states  to  be  that  '^congregation  of  &ithfnl  men,**  in  all  ages  and  oonntries,  who  main- 
tain in  their  parity  the  doctrines  and  ifuHttUunu^  of  the  GospeL  "  The  mimsters  of 
this  Church  are  those  caUed  to  serve  the  united  body;  to  perform  the  prescribed 

t  At  my  visitation  in  1836. 


*  The  Bishop  of  Chbstxr  quotes  the  Chureh*s  description  ai  fuU  lengA  only  six 
lines  before.  See  the  whole  passage  in  Par.  22,  of  his  liOrdship*B  Charge,  supra^  p. 
266.-.ED. 

^  The  Bishop  op  Exbtbr  seems  to  have  forgotten  that  the  expression  of  winch  he 
complains,  occurs  on  the  very  first  rage  of  the  Prayer  Book.  **  The  Book  of  Common 
Prayer,  and  administration  of  the  SMraments,  and  other  riiea,'"  &&— .Bishop  Burnbt 
(art.  25,)  savs,  *'  The  riies,  therefore,  that  we  understand  when  we  speak  of  Satea- 
ments,  are  the  constant  federal  rites  of  Christians,  which  are  accompamed  by  a  Divine 
grace  and  benediction,  being  instituted  by  Chxist  to  unite  us  to  Him,  and  to  his 
Church ;  and  of  such  we  own  that  there  are  two,  BaptUm  and  the  Supper  of  the  LoreL*^ 
— Mr.  Nbwman,  whom  none  will  accuse  ol '' keeping  the  Sacraments  out  of  sight,** — 
however  he  may  "  treat  them  sometimes  as  Popuh  oeiemonies,**— speaks  of  Baptism 
and  the  Lord*B  Supper  as  *Uhe  only  justifying  rUef.**  'nraet  90.  p.  46 — The  Bishop 
OF  St.  David's  uses  the  term  in  the  same  sense.  See  Par.  40  of  his  Lordship's  Charge, 
p.  332,  supra.  It  need  scarcely  be  added  that  the  word  mstUu^on  is  of  constant  oc- 
currence, as  applied  to  the  Sacraments,  both  in  the  Book  of  Common  Pnyer  and  in  the 
Homilies.-..  Ed. 
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— 'Our  sad  neglect  in  enforcing  the  vast  importance  of  Baptism  has 
been  the  cause  of  the  carelessness  of  our  people  on  this  particular, 
and  of  the  tremendous  consequences  of  that  carelessness.  In  the 
course  of  my  present  visitation,  I  hare  found  that  in  manj  parishes, 
especially  in  Cornwall,  the  number  of  Baptisms  has  frightfully  di- 
minished. This  has  been  ascribed  to  the  operation  of  the  new 
Registration  Act ;  and  I  do  not  doubt,  that  such  may  have  been, 
in  many  instances,  the  proximate  cause.  But  has  it  been  the  prime, 
the  most  potential  cause  i  I  fear  not ;  I  believe  not.  I  rather  fear, 
I  rather  believe,  that  we  have  to  reproach  ourselves  for  suffering 
the  people  to  fall  into  ignorance,  and  therefore  into  indifference,  in 
respect  to  this  first  duty  of  Christian  parents.  Were  it  not  so, 
they  would  not,  they  could  not,  yield  to  the  miserable  temptation 
afforded  by  a  Register-office,  to  prevent  them  from  entitling  their 
children,  under  the  blessing  of  God,  to  be  recorded  in  the  Book  of 
Life.  For,  as  the  Church  tells  us,  **  It  is  certain  by  God'^s  word 
that  children,  which  are  baptized,  dying  before  they  commit  actual 
sin,  are  undoubtedly  saved.*"* 

36.  Let  me  encourage  your  exertions  in  this  most  important 
particular,  by  communicating  the  fruits  of  the  zeal  and  in- 
dustry of  one  of  your  own  body.  On  succeeding  to  the  charge 
of  a  populous  parish,  chiefly  of  miners,  he  found  a  lamentable  and 
growing  deficiency  in  the  parochial  register  of  the  baptized.  What 
did  he!  Was  he  satisfied  with  complaining  of  the  Registration 
Act !  No :  he  set  himself  to  work  in  earnest,  explaining  to  his 
people  what  the  blessing  is,  of  which  they  were  thus  robbing  their 
children.  He  preached  on  it  to  those  who  would  attend  his  preach- 
ing; he  talked  on  it  to  those  who  would  hear  him  in  their  houses ;  he 
wrote  and  dispersed  judicious  tracts  upon  it,  amon?  those  who 
neither  heard  him  at  church,  nor  could  be  visited  by  him  at  home. 
And  what  was  the  result !  At  first,  what  I  should  advise  you  all, 
in  such  a  case,  to  expect  and  to  disregard — opposition,  ay,  furious 
opposition — ^abuse,  contumely,  anonymous  letters,  tracts  far  more 
numerous  than  his  own;  but  before  the  year  was  over,  some 
scores  of  children,  whose  Baptism  had  been  superseded  by  re^s- 
tration,  were  brought  to  the  font,  in  his  own  and  an  adjoinmg 
parish,  into  which  the  agitation  had  spread.  His  congregations 
largely  and  steadily  increased,  the  number  of  his  communicants 
was  multiplied  threefold,  of  candidates  for  confirmation  more  than 
fourfold .  nis  Ministry  was  honoured,  his  person  respected,  even 
offers  of  moiiey  were  voluntarily  made  to  help  to  enlarge  his 
church  and  erect  a  chapel-of-ease ;  and  all  this  by  the  very  per- 
sons who,  a  few  months  before,  had  been  the  loudest  in  crying  out 
against  him. 

37.  But  it  is  not  merely  to  an  increased  earnestness  in  setting 
before  your  people  the  nature  and  inestimable  benefit  of  Baptism 

*  Rubric  at  the  end  of  ^'  Public  Baptism  of  Infants.'* 
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that  I  would  invite  70Q ;  I  must  also  press  the  necessity  of  in- 
creased frequency  of  opportunities  of  receiving  the  other  Sacrament 
in  the  churches  of  most  among  you.  One  communion  in  every 
month  is  the  very  least  which  ought  to  satisfy  any  &ithful  pastor 
of  the  smallest  parish. 

38.  You  will  say,  perhaps,  that,  even  now,  it  is  sometimes 
difficult,  in  such  parishes,  to  retain  a  sufficient  portion  of  your 
congregation  to  receive  the  blessed  Sacrament.  But^  depend  upon 
it,  the  number  of  communicants  will  increase  with  the  number  of 
opportunities,  if  you  both  enforce  the  duty  and  teach  them  the 
blessedness  of  their  communicating.  Remind  them  of  the  awful 
warning  of  our  Lord  himself,  ^^  Except  ye  eat  the  flesh  of  the  Son 
of  Man,  and  drink  his  blood,  ye  have  no  life  in  you.'^  And  join 
to  that  warning,  as  He  in  mercy  joined  his  wondrous  promise, 
"  Whoso  eateth  my  flesh,  and  drinketh  my  blood,  hath  eternal  life,  and 
I  will  raise  him  up  at  the  last  day.^'  Tell  them  that,  whether 
there  be  or  be  not  other  ways  of  receiving  that  precious  food,  ^'  the 
living  bread  which  came  down  from  Heaven,''  "  the  Bread  of  Life,'' 
this  blessed  Sacrament  is  the  way,  the  only  way,  specified  by  our 
Lord  himself.^  Tell  them  whatever  be  the  clamour  with  which 
such  teaching  is  assailed,  whatever  be  the  names — Papists,  or 
whatever  else  by  which  you  may  be  called — ^tell  them  the  truth 
as  declared  by  Christ,  and  preached  by  St.  Paul,  and  as  you  have 
yourselves  solemnly  engaged  to  preach :  tell  them,  without  ^*  re- 
serve," that  "  the  bread  and  wine  which  the  Lord  hath  commanded 
to  be  received,"  is  the  outward  sign  of  "  the  body  and  blood  of 
Christ,  which"  (we  know  not  hoto^  for  GU>d  hath  not  seen  fit  to 
shew  us  Aoio^  '^  are  verily  and  indeed  taken  and  received  by  the 
faithful  in  the  Lord's  Supper."  That  "  the  bread  there  broken  is 
the  communion  to  us  of  the  body ;  the  cup  of  blessing  which  is 


6  The  iuterpretation  which  the  Bishop  of  Exbtsr  gires  to  the  Duooune  of  our 
Blessed  Lord,  recorded  in  John  vi.  is  certainly  not  in  acoordimce  with  the  judgment 
either  of  the  Fathers,  or  of  the  best  modem  commentators.  Thus  Clbmbns  of 
Alexandria  says,  ''He  allegorically  meant  the  drinking qf  Faith  and  qfthe  promites  ; 
.  .  .  .  our  Lord  is,  by  way  qf  allegory ^  to  those  that  believe  on  Him,  meat  and 
flesh,  and  nourishment,  and  bread,  and  blood.**  Tbrtullian  :  '*  Our  Lord  all  along 
urged  his  intent  by  alleeory,  calling  hit  word  flesh,  as  being  to  be  hungered  after,  that 
we  might  have  life,  to  be  devoured  by  the  ear^  ruminated  upon  by  the  i^nd^  and  by 
Faith  digested.**  Oriokn  :  "  We  are  said  to  drink  his  blood  when  we  receive  his 
words,  in  which  life  consists ;  his  flesh  is  meat  indeed,  and  his  blood  drink  indeed, 
because  He  feedeth  all  maixkind  with  the  Jleah  and  blood  qf  hit  word,  as  with  puro 
meat  and  diink.**  Eusebtus:  ''His  words  and  doctrines  are  flosh  and  blood.** 
Athanasius  :  "  The  words  which  Christ  spake  were  not  carnal,  but  spiritual ;  for  how 
could  his  body  have  sufficed  for  meat,  that  it  should  be  made  the  food  of  the  whole 
world?**  St.  Austin  :  "  Whv  providest  thou  teetli  and  a  belly  ?  Believe,  and  thou 
hast  eaten ;  for  to  believe  in  tk^  this  is  to  eat  the  living  bread,'**  St.  Jbromb  :  '^  In 
the  truest  sense  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ  is  the  word  and  doctrine  qf  Scripture  s 
the  flesh  and  blood  of  Christ  is  poured  into  our  ears,^  See  the  above  and  similar 
passages  quoted  by  Whitby  in  loc, — En. 

'^  Surelv  the  simple  language  of  our  Communion  Service  tells  us  haw.  "  And 
when  he  delivereth  the  bread  to  any  one,  he  shall  say  .  .  .  .  '  iTake  and  eat  this 
in  remombranoe  that  Christ  died  for  thee,  and  feedon  Him  in  thy  heart  by  Faith,  with 
tlianksgiving.*  **— Ed. 
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tfaere  blessed,  19  the  commnnion  of  the  blood  of  Christ  :'^  that  **  we 
thereby  are  made  one  with  Ghrist,  and  Christ  with  us,"  and  so  are 
blessed  with  all  the  benefits  which  flow  from  that  wondxons  nnion. 
Make  them  know,  experimentally  know,  that  such  is  the  heayenly 
blessing  of  that  Sacrament ;  as  onr  Article  teacheth,  it  is  "  a  Sacra- 
metU  of  our  Redemption  by  Christ's  death,''  to  all  who  receive  it  in 
penitence,  in  faith,  in  thankfulness,  in  charity. 

39.  Make  them  also  know,  (not  experimentally  know,  God 
forbid  I)  what  it  is  to  "  eat  and  drink  unworthily ;"  that  it  is  to  eat 
the  sacramental  bread  and  drink  the  wine,  "not  discerning  the 
Lord's  body,"^  not  considering  that  it  is  not  common  bread  anamne 
which  is  there  offered,  but  "  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  ;^  and 
that  they  who  do  eat  without  discerning  thisy^  eat  and  drink 
damnation  (sic)  to  themselves.*  Soften  not  the  word,  as  some  men 
venture  to  soften  it,  as  I  have  myself  heard  it  softened,  and  have 
been  compelled  openly  to  correct  him  who  softened  it.  The  Church 
hath,  in  the  Liturgy,  given  its  own  interpretation  of  St.  Paul's 
word — ^an  interpretation  which,  the  more  closely  the  passage  be 
considered,  will,  I  think,  be  deemed  the  more  certainly  to  be  sound. 
But  I  speak  not  of  my  own  sense  of  the  passage ;  I  solemnly  remind 
you  of  the  sense  which  the  Church  has  put  upon  it.^ 


<  <'  In  the  Talmad,  aaith  Dr.  Pooock,  (in  Hoeea,  xiv.  9)  there  to  a  distinction  betwixt 
a  xnmn  who  ate  the  Paseoyer  in  obedienee  to  the  eammandf  whieh  was,  that  ihejr  ahonld 
do  it  aa  a  memwial  of  God's  passing  oyer  them  when  He  destroyed  the  Egypnans,  by 
reason  cf  the  blood  of  the  paschal  lamb,  (and  he  that  thus  ate  it,  was  the  jiut  man  thai 
waiked  in  the  waye  qf  the  Lordy  mentioned  Hosea,  xiy.  9)  and  betwixt  another  who  did 
eat  is  only  as  eommon  food,  i.  e.,  ufUhout  retped  to  the  eommandment^  or  the  ende  ^iie 
msOiuHon,  and  is  compared  to  the  tran^reuor  there  mentioned,  that  ahaUfaii  therein. 
So  here,  he  that  eateth  this  holy  Sacrament,  with  a  thankful  memorial  of  the  benefits 
conferred  upon  us,  the  death  from  which  we  are  deliyered  by  the  blood  of  Christ,  the 
tme  paschal  lamb  sacrificed  for  us,  eats  it  worthily ;  bu*  he  that  partakes  of  it  only  as 
common  bread  and  wine,  not  considering  the  emla  forwhioh  U  toae  deaigned,  and  the 
hen^fite  qf  ChrisCs  death  it  represented  and  consigned,  *  discerns  not  the  Lord's  body  ;* 
i.  e.,  be  putteth  no  tvffident  difference  betwixt  that  and  oommon  food,  as  the  word 
Suucpiwtf  doth  imporf    See  Whitby  in  he. — Ed. 

9  The  italics  and  capitals  are  not  his  Lord8hip*8. — Ed. 

1  This  is  yezT  different  from  what  our  Church  intends  by  the  expression,  ^  not 
eonaiderinff  the  LordTa  hody.^  She  **  requires  of  them  who  come  to  the  Lord*s  Supi>er  ^ 
no  9W^  discernment  as  that  of  which  the  Bishop  of  Exxtkr  speaks.  Self  examhiation; 
true  repentance  of  former  sins ;  a  stedfast  purpose  to  lead  a  new  life  \  a  liyely  fiuth  in 
God's  metey  through  Christ,  with  a  thankfitl  remembrance  of  hie  death  ;  and  to  be  in 
charity  with  9JI  men ;  these  are  the  only  qualifications  which  she  deems  necessary  to 
render  us  meet  partakers  of  the  holy  communion.  She  speaks  not  of  '*  the  Body  and 
Blood  of  Christ  there  offerrd  •,"  but  only  of  "  one  oblation  of  himself  once  offered, 
upon  the  croea,''  and  of  the  perpetual  memory  qf  that  hie  precious  deaih,  winch  He 
"  did  institute,  and  in  his  gospel  command  us  to  continue.'*  And  though  nothing  can 
be  called  <' common"  which  is  dedicated  to  a  purpose  so  sacred,  yet  she  speaks 
repeatedly  of  the  elements  as  "  Bread  and  Wlne,*^  even  after  the  prayer  of  consecra- 
tion.-~Ed. 

«  It  is  evident,  from  the  context,  (see  1  Cor.  xi.  27—34)  that  St.  Paul  is  speiOdng 
of  temporal  "judgment," as  the  word  Kpifia  is  rendered  in  the  margin  of  our  Bible, 
twice  in  tins  passage,  as  well  as  in  Rom.  xiii.  2 — *'  For  this  cause  many  are  weak 
among  you,  and  many  sleep." — Our  Church  adopts  the  expression  in  the  same 
sense :  "  we  provoke  Him  to  plague  us  with  divers  diseases  and  sundry  kinds  of 
death.**— The  expression  used  in  the  Homily,  on  the  Lord's  Supper,  is,  ^*  lest  hs 
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40.  On  this  matter  of  the  Sacraments,  I  am  thankful  to  the 
writers  of  the  Tracts,  for  the  stimulas  which  they  have  given  to  ns ; 
and  with  the  expression  of  this  feeling  I  would  gladly  close  what 
I  have  to  say  of  them.    Bat 

MusoRAVB,  Bishop  of  Hereford. — 1842. 
rtde  Para.  17»  18,  in  Chap.  XVII. 

Blomfield,  Bishop  of  London. — 1842. 
Vide  Para.  21, 22,  in  Cbap.  XIV. ;  and  23—25,  in  Chap.  XIII. 

Pearson,  Dran  of  Salisrurt. — 1842. 

39.  The  same  tendency  to  adopt  the  Traditional,  or  so  called 
Catholic,  instead  of  the  purely  Scriptural  principles  of  our  Reformed 
Church,  has  led  to  the  excessive  and  erroneous  view  of  the  Christian 
Sacraments^  which  pervades  the  writings  of  the  School  in  question 
—attributing  to  that  of  Baptism,  when  administered,  as  the  Church 
expresses  it,  *^  most  agreeably  with  the  institution  of  Christ,^  to 
infants,  necessarily,  exclusively,  and  invariably,  all  that  the  New 
Testament  comprehends  in  that  spiritual  change  and  renovation  of 
soul,  and  that  new  and  Divine  nature,  the  result  of  which,  according 
to  the  sacred  writers,  is  victory  over  sin  and  the  world,  and  a 
spiritual  and  holy  life ;  and  all  that  the  Fathers,  in  the  Ailness  of 
their  affection,  and  the  exuberance  of  their  eloquence,  describe  as 
experienced  by  the  illuminated^  converted,  sanctified  adult — and  to 
that  of  the  Lord's  Sttpper — again,  I  admit,  in  accordance  with  the 
mystical  and  hyperbmical  language  of  some  of  the  Fathers — the 
continual  offering  of  a  sacrifice,  not  simply  eucharistie  or  even 
commemorative,  but  by  virtue  of  the  real,  though  mysterious, 
presence  of  Christ^s  body,  in  some  sort  propitiatory,  and  available 


eat  and  drink  hia  own  condemnation,*''  or,  as  it  stood  in  the  earliest  edition,  ''  lo  Ms 
eondemmUion,'** 

There  are  few  clergymen,  perhaps,  who  have  not  found  the  word  *'  danmo/Mm,*^  eren 
though  thus  '*  softened,*^  a  great  stumbling  block  in  the  way  of  their  weak  brethren. 
What,  then,  must  be  the  effect  of  such  teaehine  as  that  which  is  here  prescribed  by  the 
Bishop  op  Exbtkr?  Damnation  in  its  fuUest  and  most  awful  sense  denounced 
against  those  who,  coming  to  the  Lord^s  Supper,  ^*  eat  and  drink  unworthUy,**  because 
thev  cannot  bring  themseiyes  to  *'  consider  that  U  is  not  common  bread  and  wine  wMch 
is  there  (ffered,  but  the  Body  and  Blood  qf  Christ  /  /  ** 

The  judgment  of  the  Bishop  of  Worcbstkr  upon  this  question  is  directly  opposed  to 
that  of  Bishop  Phillpotts.  ''Is  there,"  says  his  lordship,  ''a single  wora  in  the 
service  for  the  Sacrament  of  our  Lord*s  Supper,  bearing  a  sense  tfery  deferent  from  the 
original  Oreek  wordy  qf  which  it  purports  to  be  a  translatian,  and  calculated  on  this 
account  to  excite  unnecessary  alarm  in  weak  minds  ?  Although  every  scholar  is  aware 
qfthe  fact,  still  no  authority  exists  by  which  the  substitution  of  a  more  appropriate 
word  could  be  justified.  Under  these  circumstances,  it  is  unquestionably  true  that  a 
sort  of  general  consent  has  been  allowed  to  take  the  place  of  such  authority/* — See  the 
whole  passage  in  paragraphs  15—19  of  his  Lordship^b  Ghai^,  Chap,  xxii.,  tf^a._ED. 
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for  the  remisfidon  of  sins  both  to  the  living  and  the  dead — and 
ascribing  to  both  Sacraments  the  almost  exclnsiTe  communication 
of  the  ffifts  of  grace,  to  the  disparagement  of  the  general  ^omises 
of  Qtoa  to  iaith  and  prayer,  and  of  what  the  same  great  I'relate, 
to  whom  I  have  already  referred,  sublimely  calls  ^'  the  mysterious 
commerce  of  the  belieyer^s  sonl  with  the  Divine  Spirit.^  * 

See  also  Par.  12,  in  Chap.  XXV. 

*  Bnaop  HoBSLiT'te  Frimarp  Charge  to  At  Ckrgg  qf  Sk  DapkPs* 
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CHAPTER  XIII. 

.^UiTIFiOATIOM. 

WiLflON,  Bishop  op  Calcutta. — 1838. 

F«<«P«n.3and  19,  Chap.  XXV.;  Par.  17,  Chap.  VIII.;  Pais.  83-^  and  90, 

Chap.  XXVL 

SuMNBB,  Bishop  op   Chbstkb. — 1838. 
Vide  Par.  3^  in  Chap.  XXV. 

Peabson,  Dban  op  Salisbuby. — 1839. 
rtde  Par.  8,  m  Chap.  VL ;  and  Par.  14,  in  Chap.  VIIL 

BuoudHTON,  Bishop  op  Austbalia. — 1841. 
rtde  Par.  43,  in  Chap.  XIX. 

SuMNEB,  Bishop  op  Chbstkb.-— 1841  • 

6.  The  principle  by  which,  in  all  ages  and  countries,  the  power 
of  Satan  has  been  most  saccessfally  assailed,  and  the  human  heart 
most  strongly  actuated,  is  that  of  simple  reliance  on  Christ  Jesus  ; 
simple  acceptance  of  the  truth,  that  He  is  ^'  made  unto  us  of  God, 
wisdom,  and  righteousness,  and  sanctification,  and  redemption.^^ 
Accordingly,  this  doctrine,  that,  lying  under  Gt>d'*8  wrath  and  con- 
denmation,  we  are  justified  by  Faith  in  Jesus  Christ ;  this  plain 
and  simple  truth  has  uniformly  been  assailed  by  every  instrument 
which  the  enemy  could  bring  to  bear  against  it.  From  the  time 
when  certain  men  went  down  from  Jerusalem  and  troubled  the 
Church  at  Antioch  ;*  from  the  time  when  Paul  had  to  grieve  over 
the  disciples  in  Galatia,  that  they  were  ^'  removed  from  the  grace 
of  Christ  into  another  GK>spel  ;f  which  was  not  another,^  for  it 
was  no  Gt)spel  at  all ;  from  the  earliest  days  until  now,  this  has 
been  the  point  of  attack,  because  on  this  all  depends.  We  are 
still  experiencing  the  same,  and  from  the  same  cause. 

7.  Through  the  merciful  providence  of  GK>d,  the  true  principles 
of  the  Gospel  were  prevailing  through  the  length  and  breadth  of 

•  See  Acts  xv.  1_26.  f  Gal.  i.  8. 
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the  land,  and  effects  were  following  which  they  alone  are  capable 
of  producing. 

8.  Meanwhile  the  enemy*  is  on  the  watch ;  knows  well  where 
his  danger  lies ;  and  contriyes  to  east  reproach  upon  the  Doctrine 
which  IS  the  hinge  of  Christian  truth  and  Christian  practice ;  to 
confound  things  which  ought  to  be  kept  distinct ;  thinffs  inherent 
in  man  with  things  extraneous  to  man;  individual  duties  with 
Tiearious  merits;  and  so  to  reduce  religion  to  that  doubt  and 
uncertainty  which  never  has  led,  and  never  will  lead,  to  a  con- 
sistent course  of  action. 

9.  It  is  notorious  that  this  attempt,  firequently  made,  and  too 
often  successfiil,  has  been  renewed  in  the  present  aav. 

10.  The  Author  of  our  Salvation,  ''not  willing  that  any  should 
perish,  but  that  all  diould  come  to  repentance  and  the  knowledge 
of  the  truth,^  has  commanded  that  the  GkMspel  should  be  preached 
to  every  creature.  Those  have  now  risen  up  who  affirm  that  the 
Doctrine  of  the  Gospel,  the  propitiation  made  for  sm,  is  a  doctrine 
too  dangerous  to  be  openly  disclosed,  too  mysterious  to  be  ^nerally 
exhiUtra ;  and  would  thus  deprive  the  sinner  at  once  of  ma  motive 
to  repent,  and  his  comfort  in  repenting. 

11.  It  has  been  another  part  of  the  same  system  to  involve  the 
article  of  our  Justification  in  obscurity ;  what  has  been  done  for  us, 
and  what  is  to  be  wrought  in  us,  are  confused  together ;  and, 
Maetically,  man  is  indu^  to  look  to  himself,  and  not  to  his 
Redeemer,  tor  acceptance  with  God. 

12.  In  all  this,  there  is  nothinff  that  was  unforeseen.  The 
Apoetle  has  plainly  warned  us  to  '' oeware  of  philosophy  and  vain 
deceit,^  lest  thepr  turn  us  aside  from  the  simplicity  of  the  Gospel ; 
that  rerj  simplicity  which  fits  it  for  the  reception  and  benefit  of 
all,  but  of  which  some  men  profess  to  be  afraid,  lest  mercy  should 
be  too  free,  and  the  way  of  return  to  Gk>d  too  open.  It  is,  in 
truth,  the  offence  of  the  cross  renewed  under  a  fresh  disraise ;  the 
objection  which  corrupt  nature  has  always  oj^^osed  under  various 
forms  to  the  Apostolical  Doctrine, ''  By  grace  are  ye  saved,  through 
Faith :  not  of  works,  lest  any  man  shomd  boast.^ 

13.  The  Scriptural  truth  is  as  clear  as  it  is  simple.  ''  When  all 
were  dead,  Christ  died  for  all;''  so  that  ''he  that  hath  the  Son 
hath  life,  nnd  he  that  hath  not  the  Son,  hath  not  life.''  By  one  way 
alone  can  man  possess  the  Son ;  that  is,  by  believing  in  him.  And 
therefore,  fidth  alone  can  justify ;  faith  alone  can  appropriate  to  us 
that  remedy,  which  God  has  appointed  for  the  healing  of  our  plague : 
fidth  alone  can  give  us  an  interest  in  that  sacrifice,  which  God  has 
accepted  as  the  satisfaction  for  sin.  Thus,  ''  being  justified  by  faith, 
we  have  peace  with  God  through  Jesus  Christ.'^ 

14.  It  is  true,  that,  being  thus  accepted  with  God,  and  endued 
with  his  Spirit,  man  becomes  a  new  creature.    But  he  is  not  ac- 


>  See  note  6,  page  40,  nipfa.—i£D, 
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eepted  with  Ck>d,  because  he  is  a  new  creature,  bnt  because  Christ 
has  made  atonement  for  the  wrath  which  in  his  old  nature  he  had 
incurred.  His  faith  in  that  atonement  which  led  to  his  acceptance, 
leads  also  to  his  doing  works  meet  for  one  who  is  accepted :  but 
the  works  which  follow  his  being  justified,  and  are  its  effect,  can 
never  also  be  the  cause  of  his  Justification.  If  a  remedy  were  pro- 
posed to  a  man  lying  under  a  mortal  disease,  and,  by  applying  it  he 
were  restored  to  life ;  it  would  be  sophistry  to  affirm,  that,  after  all, 
it  was  not  the  remedy  which  saved,  but  that  the  constitution, 
strengthened  by  the  remedy,  resisted  the  disease.  It  would  be  in- 
justice to  the  remedy,  and  mgratitude  to  the  physician.  And  so  it 
IS  injustice  and  ingratitude  to  depreciate  the  virtue  of  Ghrist^s  pro- 
pitiation, by  mixing  up  with  it  the  righteousness  of  his  redeemed 
people.  Let  no  misrepresentation  pervert,  let  no  false  philosophy 
corrupt  the  wholesome  truth,  that  man  is  '*  delivered  from  the 
wrath  to  come,^  **  not  by  works  of  righteousness  which  he  has 
done,^  or  may  do,  but  by  Him  alone  who  '^  died  for  our  sins,  and 
rose  again  for  our  Justification.^  The  statement  which  came  fresh 
from  the  Beformer^s  age,  is  the  statement  to  which  we  must  still 
recur.  '^  There  is  a  righteousness  which  is  inherent,  and  a  righte- 
ousness which  is  not  inherent.  The  righteousness  whereby  we  are 
sanctified,  is  inherent,  but  not  perfect.  The  righteousness  whereby 
we  are  justified,  is  perfect,  but  not  inherent.^*  This  is  the  funda- 
mental and  characteristic  article  of  all  the  Reformed  Ghurches: 
laid  as  it  were  their  corner-stone ;  that  we  are  accounted  righteous 
before  God  through  the  merits  of  Christ  alone,  and  not  *'  for  our 
own  works  or  deservings:^  that  a  lively  faith  is  known  by  its 
works,  as  a  sound  tree  by  its  fruits :  but  that  they  do  not  bear  the 
root,  but  the  root  them.  And  we  are  at  no  loss  for  the  reason  why 
the  Reformers  were  so  diligent  in  laying  this  foundation.  They 
had  seen  the  consequence  of  departing  from  it.  If  works  are  to 
contribute  to  Justification,  '^  then  ^race  is  no  more  grace.^  If  man 
can  assist  in  expiating  his  own  sm,  he  is  not  the  corrupt  being 
which  needs  redemption.  And  such  was,  in  fact,  the  process  through 
which  human  error  superseded  Scriptural  truth.  Our  Reformers 
knew  how  the  corruption  of  man  had  been  first  lost  sight  of,  and 
then  the  atonement  made  for  it  virtually  neglected :  they  knew  how 
the  satisfaction  of  Christ  had  been  ^t  aside,  and  human  works 
substituted  in  its  stead,  often  such  works  as  were  neither  accept- 
able to  God,  nor  profitable  to  man ;  till  at  length  a  system  over- 
spread the  world,  under  the  name  of  Christianity,  which  had  neither 
God  for  its  Author,  nor  the  welfare  of  mankind  for  its  end :  who 
were  debased  by  what  was  sent  to  purify  them,  and  deceived  by 
what  was  ordained  to  deliver  them  ttom  error. 

15.  If  these  facts  have  been  forgotten,  as  they  seem  to  have  been 
forgotten,  by  the  tendency  of  certain  writings  which  have  been 

•  Hooker,  Sermon  on  Habakkuk,  i.  4.    S.  9. 
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lately  presaed  upon  our  attention,  it  is  high  time  that  they  he 
hronght  back  to  our  remembrance.  But  if  I  endearoor  to  stir  up 
your  minds  by  this  mention  of  them,  it  is  not  because  I  belieye  that 
such  admonition  is  needed  here,  or  that  you  have  ceased  to  make 
the  ruin  of  man  by  sin,  and  his  restoration  through  the  sacrifice  of 
the  cross,  the  cardinal  point  of  all  your  teaching.  God  forbid  you 
ever  should,  or  so  close  the  door  against  your  own  ministerial  use- 
fulness. 

16.  There  are  many  other  subjects  of  instruction;  but  all  must 

i>roceed  from  this  as  from  a  centre.  Many  duties  are  to  be  per- 
brmed ;  and  that  they  may  be  performed,  must  be  inculcated :  but 
they  must  be  so  inculcated,  that  the  great  principle  of  Salvation  by 
grace  may  be  preserved  in  all  its  integrity  and  consistency. 

17.  It  is  necessar]^  to  ^*  keep  under  the  body,  and  bring  it  into 
subjection,^  by  abstinence,  and  mortification,  by  whatever  means 
experience  has  shewn  to  be  profitable.  Still,  for  what  purpose! 
Not  that  we  may  atone  for  the  ofiences  of  the  body  by  the  mace* 
ration  of  the  body,  but  because  "  this  is  the  will  of  God,  even  our 
Sanctification.^  It  is  necessary  to  cultivate  humility,  to  practise 
charity,  to  exercise  piety ;  not,  however,  that  we  may  be  hereby 
justified,  but  because  we  are  justified :  for  ^'  if  any  man  have  not 
the  spirit  of  Christ,  he  is  none  of  his,^  not  justified  at  all.^ 

13.  Ingenious  men  may  find  much  to  urge  against  this  ample 
truth.  They  who  have  studied  religion  in  the  closet  rather  than  in 
the  world,  or  who  know  more  of  other  history  than  of  the  history 


'  Tbe  following  extract  is  from  wbat  Dh.  Pusst  calls  Mr.  Pkecmtal^s  ''  well- 
weighed  letter  to  the  Bishop  op  Chbstkr,"  already  referred  to. 

*'  I  believe  .  .  .  that  for  those  who  have  been  admitted  to  the  Covenant,  Fastings, 
Amendment  of  life.  Prayers,  and  Almsgivings,  and  other  acts  of  Charity,  and  not  Faith 
onl^y  do  avail  through  ChrisVs  mediation,  and  for  His  sake,  to  plead  with  Ood  for 
their  restoration  to  it ;  but  whether  further  than  as  indicative  of  the  sincerity  of  their 
Faith  and  Repentance,  which  disposes  them  anew  to  seek  and  to  receive  the  grace  of 
God,  /  am  not  prepared  to  «iy."  [See  Arts.  x.  xi.  xiL  xiii. — Ed.  ]  'Ht  is  of  this  that 
I  nnderstand  the  passages  in  which  such  expressions  as  these  occur :  '  Forgive  and  ye 
shall  he  forgiven,'*  ^Oive  ahu  qfsuch  things  as  ye  have,  and  behold  all  things  are  clean 
unto  y&u,"*  *  Charity  shall  cover  the  multitxtde  of  sins.^  {*  Hatred  stirreth  up  strifes, 
but '— £d.]  *  Love  eovereth  [*  all  '—Ed.]  <  fir».*_Prov.  x.  12.  '  He  which  oonverteth 
a  sinner  from  the  error  of  his  way,  shall  save  a  soul  from  death,  and  hide  a  multitude 
qfsins,*  'Her  sins  which  are  many  are  forgiven  her,  for  she  loved  rnudi.'"  "And 
these  in  the  Apocrypha,  read  in  the  Churdi  by  your  Lordship*s  authority,  every  30th 
September,  and  3rd  ajid  24th  of  October;  'Alms  do  deliver  from  death,*  'Alms  do 
deliver  from  detUh,  and  purge  away  all  sin,*  '  Alms  maketh  an  atonement  for  sins,* 
...  I  say  by  your  Lordship's  authority,  because  of  every  man  whom  you  admit  to 
holy  orders,  or  to  officiate  iu  your  diocese,  you  exact,  as  a  condition  of  that  admission, 
a  solemn  promise  that  he  shall  read  those  passages  to  the  people.**  [''  Nor  to  esta- 
blish ANT  DOCTRiNS.** — Ed.]  '"If  they  contain,  as  from  your  Lordship's  Charge,  we 
must  suppose  you  to  believe  them  to  oontain  Satanic  doctrine,  on  whom  does  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  promulgation  of  such  doctrine  throughout  your  diocese  rest,  but 
upon  your  Lordship  ?*'— pp.  26—28. 

An  explanation  of  Miu  Pbrcbval's  Apoervphal  quotations  will  be  found  in  the  pas- 
sage suppressed  by  Ma.  Newman  when  quotme  the  Homilies  in  support  of  "  the  pro- 
piSatory  doctrine  of  good  works.*'  See  The  character  qf  the  Traotarians  a$  cofUrth 
veraiaUaUy  &cu  Appen£x  L — En, 
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of  the  human  heart,  ma j  think  that  we  are  thus  leaving  the  narrow 
gate  too  widely  open,  and  making  the  road  to  hearen  too  smooth. 
So  it  has  been  from  the  be^nning.  The  apoetles  were  aocnsed  of 
encouraging  sin.  by  proclaiming  the  abundance  of  Divine  grace. 
The  Jews  were  jealous  that  Chnstians  should  enjoy  immunity  from 
a  burthen  which  they  themselves  had  borne,  and  escape  the  ordi* 
nances  of  the  law  of  Moses.  And  the  adversaries  of  the  Christian 
faith  made  it  one  pretence  of  their  opposition,  that  it  offered  the 
Divine  &vour  to  the  profligate  and  malefkctor. 

19.  But  they  to  whom  the  truth  was  committed^  did  not  meet 
these  imputations  by  denying  that  ^*  the  blood  of  Jesus  Christ 
cleanseth  from  all  sin.^^  They  did  not  escape  from  a  fiilse  accusa- 
tion by  a  reserve  of  the  truth  which  was  assailed.  They  did  not 
confound  the  propitiation  which  atones,  with  the  sanctification 
which  that  propitiation  works  on  the  behever^s  heart.  So  far  from 
it,  we  find  Paul  on  this  matter  speaking  with  a  vehemence  unusual 
to  him,  *'  If  any  man  preach  any  other  gospel  unto  you  than  that 
ye  hav6  received,  let  him  be  accursed.*"* 

SO.  And  surely  we  find  here,  as  we  might  expect  to  find,  that 
**God  destroys  the  wisdom  of  the  wise,  and  brings  to  nothing  the 
understanding  of  the  prudent.'"  For  whilst  learned  men  are  ela- 
borately proving  that  outward  rites  and  services  are  the  only  means 
of  holiness  on  which  we  can  depend,  that  ^  bodily  eieercise  ^  and 
**  voluntary  humiliation  ^^f  are  the  proper  mode  in  which  the  sinner 
may  approach  his  God,  the  plain  preacher  of  the  Gospel  is  confritiog 
them,  not  by  words,  but  by  faith,  and  the  honest  disciple  is  shewing 
that  '*  they  who  have  believed  in  Christ  will  be  carefril  to  maintain 
good  works.^  In  religion,  as  in  other  things,  many  a  truth  which 
the  philosopher  passes  by,  is  picked  up  by  the  simple  and  unlearned; 
whilst  many  a  theory  in  which  the  philosopher  prides  himself  is 
contradicted  by  ordinary  observation.  And  thus,  in  the  present 
question,  experience  proves  that  the  only  doctrine  which  conveys 
real  comfort  to  the  soul,  is  the  only  doctrine  which  produces  the 
genuine  spirit  of  Christian  piety.  Experience  proves,  that  the  more 
we  labour  to  establish  ourselves  in  the  practice  of  holiness,  the  more 
need  we  find  of  clothing  ourselves  in  the  righteousness  of  our  Re- 
deemer. And  again,  the  more  firmly  we  trust  to  that  righteousness 
which  is  not  our  own,  the  nearer  we  advance  towards  the  personal 
righteousness  which  we  are  striving  to  attain,  and  cannot  be  satisfied 
without  attaining. 

Ffdii  also  Appendix  ii.  in  Chap.  XXI. 

BowsTBAD,  Bishop  of  Lichfuld. — 1841. 
Vide  Pan.  3,  4,  in  Chap.  III. 

LoNGLBT,  Bishop  of  Bipon. — 1841. 

VhU  Par.  6,  in  Chap.  XV. 
•  Oal.i.9.  t  S«elTiD.iT.8;  CoL  iL  18. 
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3.  There  is  reason,  as  it  seems  to  me,  for  fearing  injury  to  the 
distinctiye  principles  of  our  Chnrch,  if  a  cloud  be  raised  again 
around  that  great  Doctrine,  which  involves  the  mode  in  which  we 
are  '^accounted  righteous  before  God;^  if  it  be  even  called  in 
question  whether  *'  the  Protestant  Doctrine  of  Justification*^  be  *^  a 
fundamental  of  faith;***  if  instead  of  the  satisfaction  of  Christ, 
singly  and  alone,  as  the  ground  of  acceptance,  a  certain  inherent 
meetness  of  sanctification  be  so  connected  with  the  qualification  ab 
extra^  as  to  confound  the  operation  within  with  the  work  of  Christ 
without.  Let  him  to  whom  universal  consent  has  assigned  the  praise 
of  judicious,  pronounce  his  opinion.  "  This  maze'  the  Church  of 
Borne  doth  cause  her  followers  to  tread,  when  they  ask  her  the 
way  of  Justification.*** 

See  also  Par.  10,  is  Chap.  XXV. ;  aad  Par.  14,  in  Chap.  II. 

*  ''I  Mmeeire,  then,  that  Hooker  makes  for  the  foreffoing  statements  as  truly  as 
Taylor  and  Barrow ;  for  he  shews  ns,  as  m  an  instance,  that  a  Divine  cannot  make  the 
Protc0tant  Doctrine  of  Justification  a  fundamental  of  faith,  without  inrolyiBg  himself 
in  a»  accusation  ef  those,  who  together  form  an  authori^  greater  than  even  the  greatest 
Individual  teacher.**— .Xec^vrM  on  JtuH/hadofh  hy  Rev,  J,  H,  Newman,    Appendix, 

p.  44a 

*'  It  is  a  distinct  question  altogether,  whether  wi^  the  presence  of  God  the  Holy 
Gliost  we  can  obey  unto  Justification ;  and  while  the  received  Doctrine  in  all  ages  of 
the  Church  has  heen,  that  through  the  largeness  and  peculiarity  of  the  rift  of  j^aoe  we 
can,  it  is  tihe  distinguishing  tenet  of  the  whool  of  Luther,  that  through  the  incurabla 
nature  of  our  ootruption  we  cannot.** — Ih.  p.  67. 

**  On  the  whole,  then,  I  conclude  as  follows :  that  though  the  gift  which  justifies  us 
ifl^  as  we  have  seen,  a  something  distinct  from  us,  and  l<Mged  in  us,  yet  it  mvolves  in 
Hs  idea  its  own  work  In  us,  and  (as  it  were)  takes  up  into  itself  that  renovation  of  the 
soul,  those  holy  deeds  and  suffeirags,  which  are  as  u  a  radiance  streaming  from  it** — 
/d.  p.  206,  20tf. 

Compare  diis  with  the  language  of  the  eleventh  Article  :-i-''  We  are  accounted 
righteous  before  God,  on\y  for  the  merit  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour  Jesus  Christ  by 
Faith,  and  n0t  for  our  own  wosks  or  dessrvincs.  Wherefore,  that  we  are  ji»tified  by 
Faith  only  is  a  most  wholesome  Doctrine,  and  very  full  of  comfort,  as  more  largely  is 
expressed  in  the  Homily  of  Justification.** 

Observe,  also,  the  language  to  which  such  views  of  Justification  lead.  <*  Our  chief 
strength  must  be  the  altar ;  it  must  be  in  Sacraments  and  praters,  and  a  good  life  to 
give  efficacy  to  them ;  and  in  secret  alms  to  the  poor  to  buy  their  prayers,  which  have 
gieat  power  with  God.**_7mM^  for  the  rimes.  No.  80,  p.  13A.  <<Some  Catholic 
verities  there  are,  which  are  rather  impressed  upon  the  surfaoe  ef  Holy  Scripture  than 
involved  in  the  depth  of  its  meaning  ;  such  we  would  maintain  to  be  among  othos  the 
Doctrine  of  Justification  by  Works.**— ^ri^A  CWMe,  No.  Ix.  p.  42. 

The  passage  of  Hooker,  referred  to  in  the  Charge,  is  as  follows  :— 

^  Tfaos  is  the  mystery  of  the  man  of  sm.  This  maze  the  Church  of  Rome  doHi 
eame  her  foUowers  to  tread,  when  they  ask  her  the  wa^  of  Justification.  I  cannot 
stand  now  to  unrip  this  buUduiff,  and  to  sift  it  piece  by  piece  ;  only  I  will  set  a  frame 
of  apostolical  erection  by  it  in  few  words,  that  it  may  befall  Babylon,  in  presence  of  that 
which  God  hath  bvUded,  as  it  happened  unto  Dagon  before  the  ark. 

6.  ''Doubtiessy^ssith  the  Apostle  (Phil,  iii  8, 9.),  <a  have  counted  all  tilings  loss, 
and  I  do  /adge  them  to  be  dmsg,  that  I  may  win  Christ ;  and  be  found  in  hun,  not 
havhig'minee'wnrig^ileousness,  but  that  which  is  through  the  Faith  of  Christ,  the 
righteousness  which  is  of  God  through  Faith.*'  Whether  they  apeak  of  the  first  or 
second  Justification,  they  make  the  essence  of  it  a  divine  quality  inherent,  they  make 
it  righteousness  which  is  in  as.    If  it  be  in  us,  then  it  is  ours,  as  our  soiUs  are  ouzs, 
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Phillpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. — 1842. 
F«to  Pars.  27-31,  in  Chap.  XII. 

MusaRAYE,  Bishop  of  Hereford. — 1842. 

[We  surely  fall  into  a  snare,  and  tamper  danfferously  with  oar 
consciences,  if  we  ...  .  speak  disparagingly  of  Justification  by 
Faith  only,  and  set  up  Works  as  in  the  remotest  degree  meritoriously 
instrumental  to  that  end — unduly  elevating  the  merit  of  Fasting, 
Almsdeeds,  Mercifulness,  or  the  like.]^ 

Vide  Par.  18,  in  Chap.  XXI. 

[The  worst  error  of  the  Church  of  Rome  has  eyer  been  considered 
this,  that  we  are  justified  by  Works,  or  peradventure  by  Faith  and 
Works.]* 

Vide  Pars.  23, 24,  in  Chap.  XXIV. 

38.  Though  already  in  brief  alluded  to,  I  cannot  but  exhort  you, 
when  called  to  speak  of  a  sinner*s  pardon,  and  of  the  mode  of  his 
acceptance  with  God,  to  maintain  in  your  discourses  the  great 
Doctrine  of  Justification  by  Faith,  on  which  hangs  the  whole 
system  of  religious  truth,  as  on  its  contrary  hangs  the  whole 
system  of  anti-Uhristlan  error. 

89.  But  beware  of  mistake  in  mixing  up  Sanctification  as  an 
element  in  Justification.  What  says  Hooker  in  relation  to  this 
point  ?  "  *'  Ye  are  made  free  from  sin  and  become  servants  to 
God.**  This  is  the  righteousness  of  Justification.  '  Ye  have  your 
fruit  unto  holiness.'*  This  is  the  righteousness  of  Santification.''* 
While  insisting  on  the  absolute  necessity  of  Sanctification,  this 
Master  in  Israel  denies  entirely  that  it  has  any  share  in  the  former; 
and  he  calls  Justification  by  inherent  grace,  "a  perverting  of  the 
truth  of  Christ.'' 

40.  For  our  guidance  the  Church  has  furnished  us  with  three 
distinct  Articles,  and  for  more  full  and  exact  instruction  has  added 
three  distinct  Homilies  in  connection  with  this  subject.  So  that  it 
must  be  by  our  own  fault  if  we  deviate  far  from  ^^  the  words  of 
truth  and  soberness.'' 

41.  Should  any  thing  more  be  wanted  for  our  entire  satisfaction 
as  to  the  real  meaning  of  these  invaluable  documents,  if  honest  in 
our  opinions  and  sincere  in  our  enquiry,  we  shall  naturally  have 
recourse  first  of  idl  to  the  writings  of  those  who  compiled  them, 
and  next,  to  the  writings  of  their  learned  cotemporaries  and  imme- 

thoneh  we  haye  them  from  God,  and  can  hold  them  no  longer  than  pleaseth  Him ;  for  if 
he  withdraw  the  breath  of  our  noetrils,  we  fall  to  dust ;  but  the  righteonsneas  wherein 
we  must  be  found,  if  we  will  be  justified,  is  not  our  own:  therefore  we  cannot  be  jus* 
tified  by  any  inherent  quaUty.  *'—^ooifc»rV  Warkt,  Keble's  BdUiony  toI.  iii.  p.  489, 480. 


*  See  note  8,  p.  10^  ntpro—- En. 
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diate  saoceflsors, — ^those  burning  and  shining  lights  who  shed  sach 
a  lustre  on  the  age  in  which  they  lived. 

42.  We  shall  find  a  perfect  union  of  sentiment  among  them,  and 
an  entire  agreement  with  the  Articles  and  Homilies ;  setting  forth, 
in  lanffuage  too  accurate  and  precise  to  be  misunderstood  by  any 
candid  and  ingenuous  enquirer,  that  Faith  in  the  righteousness  of 
Jesus  Christ  is  the  sole  and  simple  instrument  of  Justification ; 
that  this  Faith  must  not  be  dead,  barren,  and  unfruitftd ;  that  if 
real  it  must  and  will  be  a  living  Faith — a  Faith  zealous  and  per- 
ductive  of  good  works — but  that  these  works  contribute  not  as 
instruments  of  merit  to  Justification ;  else  it  would  imply  a  reliance 
to  be  placed  on  something  inherent  in  ourselves,  some  personal 

Duality  of  our  own,  and  not  on  the  perfect  righteousness  of  Jesus 
Jhrist. 

43.  You  know  how  the  Doctrine  opposite  to  this  paved  the  way 
for  a  grievous  departure  from  the  truth,  and  gave  a  value  to  those 
artful  devices  by  which  our  lack  of  service  might  be  compensated  ; 
which  again  in  their  turn  led  to  still  further  contrivances  for  the 
defence  of  practices  unknown  to  Scripture  and  to  primitive  times ; 
raising  Tradition  to  at  least  a  near  equality  with  Holy  Writ,  and 
enforcing  an  implicit  submission  to  the  teaching  of  an  infallible 
Church. 

44.  The  revival  of  any  such  notions  as  these  is  much  to  be  de- 
precated :  not  only  as  being  in  themselves  delusive,  but  as  leading 
to  the  introduction  of  the  same  subterfuges,  fatal  to  the  penitent 
sinner^s  hope,  subversive  of  the  whole  Gospel  scheme,  and  directly 
in  the  ihce  of  the  obvious  declarations  of  our  own  Church,  to  which 
we  have  solemnly,  before  Ood,  vowed  our  entire  assent  and  consent, 
according  to  the  ascertained  meaning  of  those  who  framed  her 
Articles,  and  of  those  who  imposed  the  oath  for  our  observance  of 
them. 

Blomfibld,  Bishop  of  London. — 1842. 

23.  I  will  mention  an  instance,  in  which  the  language  of  the 
Liturgy  not  only  explains,  but  in  some  sense  corrects,  that  of  an 
Article.*  The  Eleventh  Article  says  that  "we  are  accounted 
righteous  before JGod,  only  for  the  merit  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour 
Jesus  Christ,  by  Faith,  and  not  for  our  own  works  and  deservings : 
wherefore  that  we  are  justified  by  Faith  only,  is  a  most  wholesome 
Doctrine,  and  very  foil  of  comfort.''  Now  although  we  may  be  said 
to  be  justified  perfidem,  it  is  not  theologically  correct  to  sav  we  are 
justified  Jy7  Faith,   We  are  justified,  that  is,  pardoned  and  treated 

6  See  Note  on  Panufrapli  12  of  his  Lordship's  Charge,  in  Chapter  xxL—Ed. 

'^  With  all  dne  deference  to  his  Lordship,  1  would  ask  whether  the  prepoeiUon  ^ 
does  not  convey  the  idea  of  an  tmtrummt  even  more  strongly  than  the  preposition 
thnmgk:  at  aU  ewits,  there  can  be  no  mistake  with  respect  to  the  meamng  attached 
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as  innooent,  bj  God  Himself  of  his  free  mercy,  on  aoeonnt  of  tlie 
merits  of  Jesus  Christ ;  and  thnmgh  faith  we  apply  that  pardon  to 
onrselyes.  This  is  accurately  expressed  iu  the  Poet-Communion 
Service;  ^'most  humbly  beseeching  thee  to  grant,  that,  by  the 
merits  and  death  of  thy  Son  Jesus  Christ,  and  thrcugk^  Faith  in  his 
blood,  we,  and  all  thy  whole  Church,  may  obtain  remission  of  onr 
sins,  and  all  other  benefits  of  his  passion.^'  And  lest  we  should  fall 
into  the  error  of  supposing  that  Justification  (that  is,  the  being 
accounted  and  dealt  with  as  innocent,  or  acquitted,  in  the  eight  of 
Gbd,)  purchased  for  all  by  the  blood  of  Christ,  is  applied  to  him* 
self  by  each  individual  believer,  by  a  simple  internal  act  of  faith, 
without  the  intervention  of  the  Sacraments  ordiuned  by  Christ, 
and  generally  necessary  to  Salvation,  the  Church  prays,  in  her 
Baptismal  Office,  that  the  person  baptized  *^  may  receive  remission 
of  his  sins  by  spiritual  regeneration  ;^  that  the  water  of  Baptism 
may  be  ^  sanctified,  to  the  mystical  washing  away  of  sin  ;^  and,  m 
the  case  of  an  infant,  thanks  God  that  he  has  regenerated  it,  when 
baptized,  and  ^  received  it  for  his  own  child  by  adoption.^  I  can- 
not, therefore,  deny  it  to  be  the  plain  Doctrine  of  our  Church,  that 
Baptism  is  instrumentally  connected  with  Justification,'  as  the 
Sacrament  of  the  Lord^s  Supper  undoubtedly  is  with  Sanctification, 
and  the  renewal  of  our  mystical  union  with  Christ :  nor  do  I  see 
that  the  assertion  of  this  instrumental  connection,  in  any  way, 
derogates  from  the  necessity  or  efficacy  of  faith  in  the  process  of 
Justification.*^ 

*  ^  Sieuti  in  Baptismo  semel  renad  sumus,  ita  Coena  Dominica  ad  Yitam  spiritiialem 
atque  sempltemam  jugiter  alinrar  atqae  inisteirtamur.**  [alamnr  atqae  sustentoiHir... 
EdJ— Ar<M//t  Cateehumm, 

The  Doctrine  that  the  benefits  of  Christ's  death  are  applied,  not  simx^  by  an 
internal  act  of  faith,  but  by  the  Sacraments,  is  the  Doctrine  not  of  the  Cnorch  of 
England  only.  The  Assembly'^  Shorter  Catechism,  A.  98,  says—''  A  Sacrament  is  a 
holy  ordinance,  instituted  by  Christ,  wherein,  by  sensible  signs,  Christ,  and  Hie 
benefits  of  the  New  Coyenant  are  represented,  sealed,  and  apfSied  to  beUevers.**  If 
the  Sacraments  are  **  generally  necessary  to  Salvation,*'  simple  faith,  without  the 
Sacraments,  where  they  may  be  had,  is  not  sufficient. 


to  it  by  the  finuners  of  our  Artides,.  sociny  that  it  is  given  by  themaelvee  tm  the 
translation  of  Uie  word  **per^*  connected  with  the  exiuressions  ^'propter  meritum 
Dftmini  .  .  .  non  propter  .  .  .  merita  nof^o.**  It  is,  therefore,  difficult  to 
aee  how  the  Articles  are  ^^  explained,**  much  more  how  titey  are  "  corrected'*  by  the 
Liturgy  in  this  instance.  Would  it  not  be  just  as  reasonable  to  say,  that  the  expres- 
sion in  the  Ninth  ArHcls,  '*  we  are  very  fair  gone  from  original  righteou8ne8s**«-tfaough 
a  translation  of  the  Laitin  ^  quam  lon^fistime*^ — is  "  not  only  explained,  but  in  some 
aense  eorrected^ **  by  the  apparenily  stronger  language  of  the  Generul  Cot^eawm^  **  tikere 
is  no  health  in  us**  P  It  may  also  be  observed,  tiiat  in  the  early  translations  of  our 
Bible  the  prepositions  ^k  and  8i&  (Rom.  iii  30^  are  rendered  by,  *'  <{f,**  and  **  ArotiyA,** 
the  following  note  being  added  in  tne  margin,  •<  meanine  that  they  are  all  justified  by  one 
meana.  **  '^le  obsolete  word  **  <{f  **  has  since  been  exdianged  for  the  expression  wliiak 
the  Bishop  op  London  does  not  consider  **  theologically  oonrect,'*  but  which  was 
•videntiy  regarded  by  our  translators  as  equivalent  to  the  word  **  fArotf^A.**— En. 

*  See  the  preceding  Note. 

*  On  the  subject  of  Baptismal  Justification,  vide  tupra.  Notes  7>  p.  344 ;  S,  pp. 
84&-347 ;  and  2, 3,  pp.  348, 349.— Ed. 


ture. 


1  **  We,mv  reverena  brethren,  are  not  onlvbound,  as  Christians,  l^the  letter  of  Serip- 
re,  but  as  Ministers,  by  that  exposition  of  the  letter,  which  onr  Church  has  adopted 
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24.  The  Dootrine  of  our  Church,  as  to  the  Ohristian's  spiritnai 
life,  has  always  appeared  to  me  to  be  this :— Justification  begins  iu 
Baptism,  when  the  children  of  wrath,  are  regenerated  bj  water  and 
the  Holy  Ghost,  and  are  made  children  of  <^d.  Remission  of  sins 
is  e3q>res8ly  declared  to  be  thsn  given ;  and  remission  of  sins  implies 
Justification,  in  the  proper  sense  of  the  term.  Grace  is  also  then 
given ;  and  by  virtue  of  that  grace,  the  person  receiving  it,  and 
thenceforth  using  and  improving  it,  continues  to  believe  in  the 
atonement  made  oy  Jesus  Christ,  apd  to  seek  for  and  realize  the 
indwelling  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  and  to  be  renewed,  day  by  day,  in 
the  inner  man.  As  long  as  he  does  this,  he  continues  in  a  state  of 
Justification:  his  sins,  which  cleave  even  to  the  regenerate,  are 
forgiven,  as  they  are  repented  of  and  forsaken ;  and  the  work  of 
Sanctification  goes  on.  Righteousness,  in  a  qualified  sense,  is  im- 
parted by  the  same  grace  which  justifies :  but  this  inherent  righte- 
ousness does  not  constitute  Justification  either  wholly  or  in  part. 
Our  Article  says,  not  that  we  are  made  righteous,  but  that  we  are 
accounted  righteous  before  God.  If  indeed  we  are  made  righteous, 
we  must  of  course  be  accounted  righteous ;  but  it  does  not  follow, 
conversely,  that  if  we  are  accounted  righteous,  we  must  be  made  so. 
The  notion  that  Gk>d  accounts  us  righteous,  by  reason,  and  for  the 
sake  of  any  actual  righteousness,  wrought  in  us  by  infused  and  in- 
herent grace,  seems  to  be  irreconcilable  with  the  lanffuage  of  our 
Article,  ^^  only  for  the  merit  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour  Jesus  Christ, 
and  not  for  our  own  works  and  deservings :'"  "  by  Faith  only,*"  or,  as 
the  Homily  expresses  it,  ^'  by  only  Faith,^  that  is,  freely  and  ffra- 
tuitously,  ioithout  works^  according  to  St.  Paul's  statement.*  Not 
that  we  can  be  saved  without  works ;  but  thw  are  not  the  merito- 
rious cause,  nor  a  meritorious  cause,  of  our  Justification.  ^^  Faith 
alone  saves  us,^  as  Chillingworth  says,  ^^but  not  that  faith  which  is 
alone.^  ^*  Justification,^  says  Barrow,  "  cannot  be  understood  for 
a  constituting  a  man  intrinsically  righteous,  or  infusing  worthy 
qualities  into  nim ;  but  rather  for  an  act  of  God,  terminated  upon  a 

•  Rmn.  iv.  6. 


in  the  ftathorized  dedaratioiis  of  her  doctrinal  Tiews.  To  these  we  appeal ;  omitting 
ibelAturgyy  which,  at  a  teries  itfdewoAonal  §jperoi$et,  tould  not  be  ejtpeeted  to  ooniain  a 
f^siemoHe  statemeni  of  the  Dootrine,  but  which  ^et,  in  yarious  passagesy  aaserts  or 
impliee  it.  We  find  that  these  decUrations  consist  of  the  Articles,  the  HomUies,  and 
the  Larger  Oaieohiem  <^Dr,  NoweU,  Dean  of  St.  Paurs,  which  received  the  sanction 
of  the  Convocation,  and  peroeire  in  them  a  pUun  and  positive  enunciation  of  the 
doctrine  contained  in  the  words,  *  We  are  justified  by  Faith  only  in  our  Lord  Jesus 
Christ,*  viz,  that  from  first  to  last, — in  the  commencement,  and  through  the  course  of 
our  religious  career-^t  its  close  in  death,  and  at  its  trial  in  judgment, — Faith  is  the 
only  instrument  of  our  Justification,  as  forming  the  only  bond  of  union  with  Him, 
whose  Atonement  alone  must  plead  for  our  pardon— daily,  hourly,  momentarily  ; 
whose  Intercession  alone  must  obtain  for  us  grace,  no  less  urgently  and  uniformly 
required  ;  and  whose  Righteousness  alone  must  secure  our  final  and  everlasting 
acceptance.** — Charge  to  the  Clergg  of  the  Diooete  of  Lichfield  and  Coventry.  By  Hbnry 
RvDuiyD.D.y  Lord  Bishop  op  Lichpibld  and  Covbntrt,  1828 :  pp.  19,20. — Ed. 
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man,  as  altogether  nnworth j  of  €h>d*8  loye,  as  impiouB,  as  an  enemy, 
as  a  pure  object  of  mercy.* 

25.  If  there  were  any  doubt  as  to  the  sense  of  our  Church,  as 
expressed  in  the  1 1th  Article,  it  would  be  removed  by  the  language 
of  the  12th,  which  declares  that  *^good  works  are  the  fruits  of 
faith,  and  follow  after  Justification  ;  and  yet  that  they  cannot  pat 
away  men^s  sins,  and  endure  the  severity  of  Qod'*8  judgments.^  In 
other  words,  they  cannot  justify,  wholly  or  in  part.  Yet  good 
works  are,  by  the  gracious  appointment  of  Ood,  objects  of  reward. 
Jesus  Christ  died  to  procure  the  Justification  of  sinners;  but  also  to 
purchase  for  them  the  indwelling  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  whereby  they 
are  sanctified;  that  finally  they  may  be  iavcd^  and  admitted  to  de- 
grees of  bliss  and  glory,  proportioned  to  their  improvement  of 
grace  given. 

Vids  also  Par.  26,  in  Chap.  XVIL 

03ribn,  Bishop  of  Ossobt,  Febns,  and  Lbighlin. — 1842. 
Vide  Pan.  88  and  Note,  in  Chap.  XV.;  100.  100. 151, 162,  in  Chap.  IV. 

Pbabson,  Dean  of  Salisbubt. — 1842. 

30.  In  proof  of  this  representation,^  I  refer  at  once  to  that  which 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  call,  in  the  language  of  the  great  German 
Reformer,  the  ^^Ariicukbs  stantis  aut  cadeniis  EcclesicB^ — the  Doc- 
trine of  Justification  by  Faith, — ^as  it  is  stated  in  the  11th,  12th, 
and  13th  Articles  of  our  Church ;  which,  as  a  late  learned  Prelate 
observes,  "  is  no  private  tenet  of  the  Church  of  England,  but  the 
common  Doctrine  of  all  the  first  Reformers,  not  to  sav  that  it  is  the 
very  corner-stone  of  the  whole  system  of  Redemption.^-f  If  we 
inquire  of  St.  Paul,  on  this,  as  on  every  other  point,  from  the  veir 
nature  of  a  common  inspiration,  in  perfect  accordance  with  his 
fellow  Apostle,  St.  James,  rightly  understood ;  or  if  we  consult  the 
11th  Article,  and  the  corresponding  Homily  of  our  Church,  we 
receive  a  definite  and  intelligible  reply — that  ^^  man  is  justified  by 
Faith,  without  the  deeds  of  the  law,^ — ^that  ^^  we  are  accounted 
righteous  before  Gk>d,  only  for  the  merit  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour 
Jesus  Christ,  bv  Faiths  and  not  for  our  own  works  or  deservings.^ 

31.  If  we  ask  the  same  question  of  the  disciples  of  the  School 
u^n  which  I  am  animadverting,  we  are  told  in  accordance  virtually 
with  the  Romanists,  though  mgeniously  but  ineffectually  distin- 
guished from  them,  that  '*  Justification  is  an  imparting  of  nghteous- 
ness,  a  work  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  a  spiritual  gift  or  presence  in  the 

•  Serm.  V.  of  Justification  by  Faith. 

t  Bishop  Honley— .Primary  Charge  to  the  Clergy  of  St.  DavidV. 


>  See  Par.  29,  in  Chap.  VIII.— Eo. 
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heart — thai  it  congists  in  the  habitation  in  us  of  G-od  the  Father, 
and  the  Word  incarnate,  through  the  Holy  Ghost  ;^ — ^that, 
^^  through  the  largeness  and  peculiarity  of  this  gift  of  grace,^  ^^  we 
can  obey  unto  Jt^ification,*^  which  is  '^  not  imputation  merely,  but 
the  act  of  GK>d  imparting  his  Divine  presence  to  the  soul  through 
Baptism,  and  so  making  us  temples  of  the  Holy  Ghost.^^ 

32.  The  Doctrine  of  Justification  by  an  inherent  righteousness 
infiised.by  the  Spirit  of  God,  is  here  plainly  expressed  ;  and  I  need 
only  point  out  the  contrast  which  it  exhibits  to  that  of  the  great 
Apostle  to  the  Gentiles,  and  of  the  Reformers  of  the  English 
Church.  The  righteousness  of  Sanctification,  which  is  interior  and 
our  own,  is  thus,  as  the  profoundly-learned  Hooker  has  elaborately 
shewn,*  confounded  with  that  of  Justification,  which  is  exterior 
and  not  our  own,  but  imputed  to  us  by  faith  in  Jesus  Christ.  It 
cannot  be  necessary  for  me  to  remind  you,  of  what  every  well-in- 
structed Divine  is  rnlly  aware,  that  wherever  one  of  these  blessing 
IB  bestowed,  the  other  is  simultaneously  imparted — that  he  who  is 
justified,  is  also  sanctified,  the  Spirit  of  Christ  dwelling  in  him ;  and 
that  while  peace  with  God  is,  according  to  the  declaration  of  St. 
Paul,  the  result  of  faith  in  Him,  who  is  ^^  the  Lord  our  righteous- 
ness,^ the  faith  which  obtains  it,  and  which  marks  the  justified  man, 
must  be,  according  to  that  of  St.  James,  and  in  point  of  fisict,  as  the 
12th  Article  asserts,  necessarily  is,  productive  of  good  works.  I  am 
not  concerned  to  prove  the  identity  of  a  true  and  lively,  and  of  a 
justifying  faith ;  leaving  to  those  who  deny  it  the  task  of  recon- 
ciling their  views  upon  this  great  subject  with  the  Doctrine  of  both 
the  Apostles,  and  with  the  uniform  sentiments  of  the  Reformers, 
and  of  Hooker,  their  best  and  ablest  expositor.  ^^  Wherefore,  that 
we  are  justified  by  Faith  only,  is  a  most  wholesome  Doctrine,  and 
full  of  comfort,  as  more  largely  is  expressed  in  the  Homily  of  Justi- 
cation,^  or  Salvation. 

See  also  Par.  12,  in  Chap.  XXV. ;  and  Par.  S3,  in  Cbap.  XV. 

Thiblwall,  Bishop  of  St.  David^s. — 1842. 

19.  Though  difierent  writers  have  fixed  on  difierent  points  in  the 
system  of  their  opponents,  as  the  hinges  of  the  controversy,  the 
most  prominent  place  seems  to  have  been  generally  assigned  to  the 
Doctrine  which  is  the  subject  of  our  Eleventh  Article,  and  which 
has  been  emphatically  described  as  the  test  of  a  standing  or  falling 
Church. 

20.  A  very  elaborate  theory  ^  has  been  proposed  on  this  subject 

*  DiBConrse  on  Jufitification. 


3  See  Mb.  Nbwman*8  Lectures  on  JtuHfiooHon,  Lect  yL  on  Ihe  Q\ft  of  Riffhteotu- 
neat. — ^£d. 

^  Dr.  Lawrbncb,  late  Archbishop  op  Cakhbi.,  in  his  ''  VUUaiion  qf  ihe  Saxon 
Church,**  compares  Mr.  Newman's  theory  of  Justification,  (described  by  Bishop 
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bj  an  eminent  writer,*  which  has  been  denonnoed  on  the  other 
side  as  radically  false  and  utterly  irreconcilable  with  our  Ghnrch^s 
teaching  on  that  head :  and  eqaall j  elaborate  attempts  have  been 
made  to  shew,  that  this  is  the  root  from  which  all  the  other  errors 
of  the  anthor^s  system  have  spmng*. 

21.  With  regard  to  my  own  impression,  I  can  only  say,  that, 
after  ths  closwt  Mention  I  could  give  to  the  diepvte^  I  view  it  as 
one  of  worde,  intoMng  no  real  dijirence  of  opinion,  and  conee- 
quenify  look  upon  both  parties  as  in  this  req>ect  equally  orthodox  fi 

*  Newman.     Lectures  on  Justification. 


Wilson  as  **far  worse  than  Popery/*)  with  the  Doctrine  of  Osiandbr  upon  the 
same  sabject  expressed  in  the  following  proposition :  *'Jtuiiiiafn  e$agrUiakm  bei,  ^um 
est  Deiu,  Paier,  FilitUf  et  Spiritut  Sandtu,  noatram  JtutUiam  e$te,  cum  per  verbum  Dei 
tn  not  crederUes  inJiuU,  et  m  nobia  haMUU,^  See  the  Archbishop^  **  Rsmarka  on  Mr, 
Newman*a  Leohtrea,^*  appended  to  the  volume  above  mentioned.  See  also  Ma.  Stanxkt 
Fabbr*8  invfliuable  work,  **  The  Primitive  Dodrine  qf  Juat\fioatum  inoeatigated  ;**  Ap- 
pendixy  No.  t  ;— '^  Pro/omdal  Lettera  firom  the  County  Palatine  qf  Durham^y  hy  the 
same  learned  author ;  (in  which  the  Tractarian  doctrine  of  Justification  is  identified 
with  that  of  Ma.  Knox,  the  Papists  and  the  Schoolmen ;)  Bishop  M^Ilvainx's  O^ord 
Bimmiy,  ahready  referred  to  m  these  pages ;  Dr.  Moxxb^s  Letter  to  Da.  Posxv, 
1840 ;  and  Mb.  Ooliohtly^b  Letter  to  the  Bishop  op  Oxford,  1840,  p.  27. — ^Ed. 

'  The  italics  are  not  his  Lordship's.  ''The  Bishop  op  St.  David's,**  says  Mr. 
Pbrcxval,  {CoUecHm  ^  Papera,  ie.y  p.  117,)  ''states  that  the  difference  between 
the  Tracturians  and  their  accusers  is  oftentimes  only  verbal^  or  founded  upon  misappre- 
hensions, which  diaappear  upon  inqtiiry,^* 

How  tu  this  is  the  case  with  regard  to  the  fundamental  Doctrine  to  which  his 
Lordship  immediately  refers,  is  an  inquiry  of  too  much  importance  to  be  passed  over 
in  silence.  I  must  beg,  therefore,  to  call  the  attention  of  the  reader,  in  the  first  place^ 
to  the  subjoined  extract  from  a  "  JReview  of  Biahop  «/.  B.  Svmner^a  Tract  on  Juatyi- 
cation  "  in  the  JBritiah  Oritie  for  July,  1643,  p.  74. 

"  At  this  point  different  members,  we  lament  to  feel,  of  our  Established  Church, 
muat  part  company.  For  the  Bishop  op  Chester  and  Mr.  Nxwman,  who  mt^  be 
taken  aa  repreaentativea  qf  the  two  Schooia^ — while  agreeing  that  (in  the  words  again  of 
Trent^  '  the  meritorious  cause  of  Justification  is  the  most  beloved  and  only  begotten 
Son  01  GTod,  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  who,  when  we  were  enemies,  through  the  exceeding 
love  wherewith  he  loved  us,  purchased  for  us  the  title  to  Justification  by  his  most  Holy 
passion  on  the  wood  of  the  Cross,  and  made  satisfaction  to  God  the  Father  for  us,* 
(Sees.  vi.  c.  ^Jy^di^er  altogether  as  to  the  mode  in  which  man  becomes  partaker  of  the 
benefit  of  this  atonement ;  the  Bishop  considering  the  act  of  Justification  as  wholly 
extrinaiCf  and  ap]^priated  tn  each  caae  by^  the  aole  inatrumentoHty  of  Faitky^^Mtu  Nxw- 
man understandmg  Justification  to  consist  m  the  inward  work  qf  the  Holy  Spirii,  who 
is  commissioned  by  our  Lord  to  invest  his  members  with  his  righteousness,  and  so  to 
bring  them  within  the  immediate  scope  of  the  benefits  of  his  atonement  made  onoe 
for  all.  The  Bishop  then  would  say  that  justified  Christians  are  accounted  (aic) 
righteous  in  consideration  of  a  righteousness  not  their  own. — Ma.  Nbwman,  that  they 
are  accounted  righteous,  inasmuch  as  they  have  been  made  (aic)  so,  through  C%riat^a 
riyhteottaneaa  inwrought  into  themJ*"*  In  a  preceding  article  in  the  same  No.  of  the 
Britiah  Critic^  (p.  33,)  the  "  Etfangdicala  "  are  spoken  of  as  "  cleaving  to  the  aoul-de* 
atroying  hereay  ofLuther,  on  the  subject  of  Justification.'^ 

But  perhaps  it  will  be  said  that  the  views  of  the  Tractarians  are  not  £urly  repre- 
sented by  the  Britiah  Critic.     Let  Mr.  Nxwkan  then  speak  for  himself. 

"  They — the  religious  professors  of  this  day — consider  Justification  to  be  nothing 
more  than  God's  accounting  (aic)  them  righteous,  which  is  just  what  Justification  was 
to  the  Jews.  Justification  ia  {aic)  God's  aooounting  righteous  -,  yes,  but  it  is  in  the 
case  of  the  Christian  something  more ;  it  is  God's  making  him  righteous  too.  As  beasts 
live,  and  men  live,  and  life  is  life,  and  yet  life  is  not  the  same  in  man  and  beast ;  but 
IN  MAN  consists  IN  THB  PRBSBNCB  OP  A  SOUL ;  SO  in  somowhat  the  same  way  Jews 
were  justified,  and  Christians  are  justified,  and  in  the  case  of  both,  Justification  means 
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But  tbere  are  some  fiicts,  which^  if  they  do  not  clearly  point  to  the 
same  conclusion,  seem  to  me  to  Airnish  strong  reason  for  the  exer- 


Ood's  McoimtiBg  men  righteo^ ;  bnt  in  Cbristians  it  meaiui  not  oslj  an  Meoonting, 
bnt  it  involTes  a  making  v  bo  that  ab  th^  prbssncs  op  a  soul  n  thb  kodb  in  which 

«OD  UAKm  U9tt  ht^M,  90  TBI  PRnMNGB  OP  TBB  HOLY  SPIIIIT  IB  THB  MODS  IN  WHICH 

eoD  KAKH8  MHN  J^T.  ThiB  is  that  ptiimiae  of  the  Spirit  of  life,  beoaoae  of  which  the 
Goepel  is  called  '  a  ministration  of  rigbteouaneBB.*  But  the  multitude  of  religiouB  pro- 
foBBoiB  at  this  di^  whom  I  s^eak  ^^donoi  admit  ihU$  they  even  proteti  offoinat  ihe 
fioliofi.  They  thmk  Justification  to  be  something  not  inward,  but  merely  oufiMmf ;  that 
iBy  they  acknowledge  themaelTesy  they  daim  to  1^  in  the  state  of  the  Jews,  and  though 
of  course  they  centeind  that  they  an  (tie)  juBtified,  yet  they  own  that  their  own  JuBti- 
fication  is  not  more  than  an  <nUward  or  impuioHve  Justification.     Thhrb  is  no  aooK 

HBRB  POR   DIPPHBBNCn  IN  TUB    V8M  OP   WO&Dfl,   AND    MUTUAL    MIBUNDBBBTANDINeB." 

Ne¥mmC$  Fatrockml  Stmtotu,  toL  yi.  Serm.  IS.  <<  Jwhitm  qf  the  preaeni  dsMJ^  pp. 
liW.SOO. 

Soeh,  tiien,  are  the  yieiro  of  Ma.  Nbwm  an  ;  let  us  next  turn  to  thoae  of  his  oppo- 
nenis.  The  Bishop  op  Chbbtbh  (the  choBen  representatlTe  of  the  other  school,)  ib 
known  to  have  advised  his  clergy  to  read  Hookbr*b  DUeourte  an  Jtui^fioaHim  at  least 
once  efTCcy  year.  The  following  paasa^  from  this  Discourse,  j^laoed  bedde  the  fore- 
going extract  from  Mr.  Xkwhan,  while  thev  elucidate  the  opinionB  of  the  opposite 
par^  will  shew  still  ftirther  how  little  ground  there  is  for  suppoung,  as  the  Bishop  op 
BT.  David's  is  content  to  do^  that  **  the  dispute  is  one  of  wokIb,  involving  no  real  dif- 
ference of  opinion.** 

«  Whether  they  speak  of  the  first  or  second  Justification,  they  **  (the  Papists)  <<inake 
the  essence  of  a  Divine  quaUiy  tnhermU,  they  make  it  righieoutnets  wohkh  iainua.  If 
it  be  in  US,  then  is  it  ours,  as  our  souls  arb  ours,** — (the  verv  comparison  used  by 
Mr.  Nxwman  to  eetablish  his  own  theory — Ed.)  **  though  we  have  uiem  from  God, 
and  can  hold  them  no  longer  than  pleaseth  him  ;  for  if  He  withdraw  the  breath  of  our 
nostrils  we  fall  to  dust :  but  the  righteouBuess  wherein  we  must  be  found,  if  we  will  be 
justified,  t«  noi  ou/r  own ;  therefore  we  cannot  be  justified  by  any  inherent  quality^ 

OhriBt  lath  merited  rif^teonsnesB  for  as  many  as  are  found  in  hhn you  see, 

therefore,  that  the  Church  of  Kome,  in  teaching  Justification  hff  inherent  ffraoe,  doth 
pervert  the  truth  of  ChriBt ;  and  that  by  the  hands  of  the  Apostles  we  have  received 
otherwise  than  she  teacheth." — Sect.  vi.  **  There  is  a  ^orying  righteonsneBs  of  men 
in  the  world  to  come,  as  tbere  is  a  juatifving  and  sanetifving  ri^teousnees  here.  The 
nffhteoaBiifiBB  wherewith  we  shall  be  clothed  in  the  world  to  come,  is  both  perfect  and 
inherent.  Tbat  whereby  we  are  here  justified  is  perfect,  but  not  inherent.  That 
whereby  we  are  sanctified  is  inheruit,  but  not  perfect  This  openeth  a  way  to  the  un- 
derstanding of  that  ground  queation^  which  hangeth  yet  in  eontrofferey  between  ue  and  the 
Church  qf  Homey  about  the  matter  of  justifying  BighteouBnesa.**— Sect  3.  **  When 
they  sBe  required  to  ahew  what  the  righteousncBS  is  whereby  a  Christian  man  is  justi- 
fiecl,  they  answer,  that  it  is  a  Divine  spiritual  quality ;  whidi  quality  received  into  the 
aoul,  dotn  first  make  it  to  be  one  of  them  who  are  b<nn  of  GK>d ;  and  secondly,  endue  it 
with  power  to  bring  forth  sudi  works,  as  thev  do  that  are  bom  of  him  ;  bvxn  as  thb 
SOUL  OP  MAN  BXiNo  JoiNXD  TO  HiB  BODY  doth  first  make  him  to  be  of  the  number  of  rea- 
sonable creatures ;  and  Becondly,  enaUe  him  to  perform  the  natural  funotbns  which 
are  proper  to  his  kind.**-.Seet.  5. 

But  it  wonld  seem  that  there  were  some  even  in  Hookbr*b  day  who  were  inclined, 
with  Bishop  Thirlwall,  **  to  look  upon  both  parties  **  in  this  great  controversy,  ^'as 
equally  ortibodox.  **    Let  us  hear  him  yet  a^^. 

**  Our  countrymen  in  Rheims  make  the  like  answer,  that  they  seek  Justification  no 
other  way  than  by  the  blood  of  Christ  -,  and  that  humbly  they  do  use  prayers,  fastings, 
alms,  fiuth,  charity,  saerifice,  Bacraments,  only  as  the  means  appointed  by  Christ, 
to  apply  the  benefit  of  his  holy  blood  unto  them:  touching  our  good  works,  that 
in  their  own  nature  they  are  not  meritoriouB,  nor  amenable  to  the  joys  of  heaven  *,  it 
Cometh  by  the  grace  of  Christ,  and  not  of  the  work  itaelf,  that  we  have  by  well-doing  a 
right  to  heaven,  and  deserve  it  worthily.  If  any  man  think  that  I  seek  to  varnish  their 
opinioiiB — ^to  set  the  better  foot  of  a  lame  horse  foremost,  let  him  know,  that  einee  I 
began  thoroughiy  to  underetand  their  meaning y  I  have  found  their  halting  greater  than 
perhape  it  eeemeth  to  them  which  know  not  the  deepneu  of  Satan,  at  the  bleeeed  Divine 
^eheweth.     For  althongh  thia  be  proof  snffioiisnt,  that  they  do  not  directly  deny  the 
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cise  of  peculiar  caution  and  moderation  in  our  judgments  on  tlus 
question. 

22.  One  of  these  facts  is,  that  the  modem  theory  is  admitted  to 
harmonize  very  closely  with  that  of  Bishop  BuU,^  who  certainly 


foundation  of  Faith  ;  yet^  \f  there  were  no  other  leaven  in  the  lump  of  their  doctrine  htfi 
thit,  this  were  tiiffioient  to  proioe  that  their  Doctrine  ie  not  agreeable  to  the  foundaUon  of 
Christian  Faith,'"~^~IHseourse  qf  Justification,  33. 

After  this  it  can  scaroeiy  ooeasion  much  Buzprise  to  find  Mb.  Nbwmam  writing  as 
follows  in  his  Lectures  on  Justifieation,  Having  quoted  the  last  extract  adduced  from 
HooKXR,  he  observes :.— <*  This  passage,  it  must  be  candidly  confessed,  is  by  inqplication 
contrary  to  the  sentiments  mmntained  in  the  foregoing  pages  ;  but  it  does  not  avail  the 
east  as  authority  sjzainst  them,  for  the  following  plain  reason: — because  this  great 
author,  in  the  very  'treatise  in  what  he  so  speaks,  confesses  he  is  not  acquiescing  in  the 
theologv  of  the  early  Church ;  and  since  we  are  not  allowed  to  call  any  man  master 
on  earth,  Hookkr,  venerable  as  is  his  name,  has  no  weiffht  with  any  Christian,  except 
as  delivering  what  is  agreeable  to  Christian  Doctrine,  which,  as  being  unanimous  and 
concordant,  is  Christ^s  Doctrine.*'  And  again,  "  There  is  enouch  in  Hookxr^s  vrritings 
and  history  to  shew  that  this  valuable  Treatise,  written  before  his  views  were  fully  ma- 
tured, and  published  after  his  death,  is  not  to  be  taken  on  all  points  as  authority.**-. 
Lectures  on  Just\fieationy  Appendix,  pp.  442, 443. 

So  wide  then  is  the  gulph  between  the  contending  parties  in  this  all-important  con- 
troversy, that  the  leader  and  representative  of  the  Tractarian  School,  is  oonstiained  to 
impugn  the  authority  of  Hookxr  himself;  and  tins,  too,  in  a  ^*  dispute**  which  the 
Bishop  op  St.  David's,  *^  after  the  closest  attention  he  could  give  to  it,  views  as  onx  op 

WORDS,  involving  NO  REAL   DIPPKRBNCB    OP  OPINION!** — Ed. 

6  I  am  indebted  to  the  kindness  of  Propxssor  Smith  for  the  following  extracts 
from  the  Bishop  op  Ossory's  Treatise  on  Jtutification,  a  work  which,  unfortunately, 
has  been  for  some  time  out  of  print,  but  which  it  is  earnestly  to  be  hoped  that  his 
Lordship  will  speedily  republish. 

The  extracts  occur  in  a  note  by  the  Professor  on  the  Declension  from  the  true  Doctrine 
^  Justification  after  the  Reformers'*  days  ;  to  this  note,  as  well  as  to  the  Sermon  by 
which  it  is  preceded,  I  most  gladly  take  occasion  to  refer. 

**  But  the  boldest  and  most  systematic  attempt  to  substitute  the  Righteousness  of 
the  Law  for  the  Righteousness  of  Faith  in  the  work  of  Justification,  was  that  which 
was  put  forward  by  Bishop  Bull.  He  held  that  the  faith  to  which  Justification  is 
ascribed,  is  to  be  understood  as  embracing  the  whole  circle  of  Christian  virtues,  *  suo 
ambitu  omnia  ChristiansB  pietatis  opera  amplecti  ;*  in  other  words,  the  '  fides  fonnata 
caritate  *  of  Ronush  divines.  Moreover,  he  also  teaches  tiutt  the  repentance  required 
unto  Justification  includes  divers  works,  *  neque  pauca,  neque  ignobiUa,*  which  he 
enumerates.  1.  Sorrow  for  sin.  2.  Humble  acknowledgment  that  we  deserve  God'b 
wrath.  3.  Hatred  of  sin.  4.  Confeasion  of  sin.  5.  Fervent  prayer  for  mercy.  6.  Love 
of  God.  7.  Forsaking  of  Sin.  8.  Resolution  of  new  obedienoe.  9.  Restitution  of  ill- 
gotten  property.  10.  Forgiveness  of  injuries.  11.  Alms.  All  these  are  necessary  to 
obtaining  remission  of  sin,  (quod  nemo  ausit  negare  nisi  qui  in  libertinorum  eastra  se 
totum  dederit.) 

'<  But  as  the  twelfth  Article  speaks  of  <  good  works,  which  are  the  fiiiits  of  Faith, 
and  follow  after  Justification,*  Bishop  Bull  is  compelled  to  distinguish  Justification 
into  two  kinds,  a  first  and  a  second  Justification ;  and  affirms,  that  external  acts  of 
obedience  follow  the  first  Justification,  and  are  required  for  the  second  Justification  ; 
but  that  only  inward  obedience  and  virtues  (whidi  are,  as  he  contends,  included  in 
iaithjare  reqmred  for  the  first  Justification. 

'^  This  system  of  doctrine  has  been  examined  and  refuted  by  the  Bishop  op  Ossory. 

**  <  What  foundation  does  Article  xii,  or  any  other,  supply  for  this  distinction  of  a 
first  and  second  Justification?  Any  one  who  reads  these  Articles  in  connexion,  must 
see  that  the  Justification  which  they  describe  as  effected  by  Faith^  which  good  works 
follow,  and  which  no  ^ood  works  precede, — ^that  this  is  the  only  Justification  of  which 
they  speak,-^the  Justification  which  we  have  for  the  merits  of  Jesus  Christ.  If  there 
be  another  Justification,  the  Articles  do  not  speak  of  it,  or  even  ghmce  at  it.  They  tell 
us,  indeed,  of  a  Justification,  before  which  no  good  works  are  done ;  but  they  do  not 
intimate  to  us,  in  any  way,  that  this  is  but  inchoate,  and  that  there  is  another  Justifica- 
tion, to  the  obtaining  of  which  aU  thsse  good  works  are  neoeasary.    Would  not  thia  be 
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believed  his  views  to  be  in  perfect  accordance  with  the  formularies 
of  his  Church,  and  though  warml j  attacked,  was  never,  as  fkr  as 
I  know,  charged  with  anj  of  the  consequences  which  have  been 
supposed  to  flow  from  them  in  their  more  recent  form.  And  I  may 
add,  that  the  work  in  which  Bishop  Bull  proposed  his  theory,  the 
Harmania  ApoHolica^  was  strongly  recommended  to  the  Clergy  of 
this  Diocese  by  Bishop  Horsley,  in  his  Charge  at  his  Primary 
Visitation,  as  a  *^  preservative  from  the  contagion  of  the  Antinomian 
folly." 

2i3.  Another  fact,  still  more  important,  and  I  think  not  suffi- 
ciently borne  in  mind,  is,  that  the  principal  terms  employed  in  the 
discussion  of  the  subject,  which  are  therefore  of  most  frequent  occur- 
rence, admit  of  so  many  different  senses,  that  there  is  perpetual 
danger 7  of  conftision  and  misunderstanding:^  so  that  an  eager  dis* 

{mtant  may  carry  on  the  contest  through  a  bulky  volume,  and  yet 
eave  his  antagonist's  position  untouched.  When  this  is  the  case, 
Dothinff  is  more  natural  than  that  complaints  should  be  made  of 
obscurity,  confusion,  paradox,  and  self-contradiction :  and,  accord- 
ingly, in  no  part  of  the  controversy  do  we  hear  such  complaints 

•  See  Jeremy  Taylor's  Sermon:  Fidet  f&rmata.     Works,  toL  yi.  p.  268..-.Edit 
Heber. 


%  stnuige  wi^  of  presentiiig  this  important  doctrine  ?  That  there  should  be  three,  and 
bat  three.  Articles  given  on  the  subject  of  Justification,  its  causes,  and  eflfectB,  and 
thai  we  should  be  iSft  in  ignorance  of  what  this  second  Justification  is,  how  it  is  to  be 
obtained,  or  eren  that  it  has  anv  existence  ?    Is  this  credible  ?  * 

'' '  The  elerenth  Article  establishes  that  to  be  juti^fied  and  to  be  ommied  righteaue 
before  God,  mean  the  same  thing.  Bishop  Bull  himself  determines  Justification  to 
be  the  act  bv  which  Ood,  as  judge,  remits  our  sins,  acquits  us,  counts  us  righteous,  &c. 
This  is  the  Justification  which  we  have  b^  Faith  onlp,  7  Art  xi)  and  which  good  works 
foOoWy  ( Arl  xii)  and  which  no  good  works  precede.  (Art  xiiL)  Of  this  Justification, 
—which  indudee  our  acquittal  by  our  Almighty  Judge,  the  recognition  of  our  righteous- 
ness by  Him,  and  the  plenary  acceptance  by  which  we  have  peace  with  G^, — ^the 
Articles  are  careful  to  give  us  distinet  information ;  of  the  other,  they  tell  us  nothing. 
If  this  be  but  our  Jtrtt  Jmt^/leathny  it  is  the  only  one  of  whidi  the  Articles  speak.  If 
there  be  a  eeoond  JtutifieaHany  which  is  not  by  Faith  vnfy,  and  which  aood  workt  do 
preeedBf  our  Articles  are  cautiously  sUent  about  it,  and  we  may  yety  safely  leave  it  in 
the  same  obscurity.'— 0*Bubn  on  JueHJSoaHon,  306. 

**  It  is  this  scheme  of  Bishop  Bull  that  is  adopted  by  Dr.  Pusby,  when  he  says, 
*  ihaiihe  greoit  dkfnnee  tfowrChureh  teaeh  thai  Sanet^fioaiUm  hat  no  part  in  our  primary 
Jtui^fieaiion^  but  thai  we  remam  juU^ied  by  being  made  righieout ;  and  thus  Juti{fioaiion 
ieanaei  external  to  uty  eonHniaed  on  inio  an  act  toiihin  t»,— (strange  confusion  of  words 
and  ideas  I)  and  is  therefore  oppooed  to  the  Lutheran  doctrine  of  Justification  withoui 
inherent  nghieousneee*  (^ere  note  the  ambiguous  without  f  does  it  mean  not  depending 
onyornol  aiiended  by  $P  See  The  Traciarian  and  Ewmgelioal  Systems  t  considered  as 
developments  qf  the  Letter  that  killeth  and  the  Spirit  thai  giveth  life.  A  Sermon  preached 
before  the  Lorid  Bishop  op  CLoeHBR,  (and  the  Clergy  of  his  Diocese,  and  published  at 
their  request)  by  GaoaoB  Sidnbt  Sbith,  D.D.,  Professor  of  Biblical  Greek,  Trinity 
CoU^^  Dublin,  pp.  50,  61.~Ed. 

*>  minhr  such  terms  as  those  employed  in  some  of  the  preceding  extracts,  e,  g, 
**  made^  ^  aoeowiUedC^  ^  ettirinne^^  **  vMorenX^"*  &c,  on  which  the  whole  controversy 
turns,  are  too  plain  to  admit  either  of ''  confusion  or  misunderstanding.** — E2n. 

I  cannot  omit  this  opportunity  of  referring  to  an  admirable  publication  by  the  Rbv. 
Dr.  Marsh,  of  Leanungton,  entitled  **  Ju»lifioalwn  s  or  a  short  and  easy  method  of  as- 
eeritdtung  the  Soriptural  view  <^ihai  important  Doetrine.^*^Ev. 
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more  frequently  and  strongly  expressed,  than  in  that  which  rdates 
to  this  point.* 

24.  But  though  I  have  not  been  able  to  perceive  that  the  doc- 
trine of  the  Eleventh  Article  has  been  pat  in  any  peril  bv  the 
manner  in  which  it  is  exhibited  in  that  theory,  or  that  this  theory 
affords  the  slightest  countenance  to  the  Ronudi  Doctrine  of  Merit,® 
I  am  not  the  less  convinced  that  the  ordinary  mode  of  stating  the 
Doctrine  of  our  Church,  against  which  the  author  so  vehemently 
protests,  both  expresses  it  correctly,  and  sufficiently  guards,  so  far 
as  words  can  do  so,  a^nst  the  abuse  of  it :  and  I  know  of  nothing 
that  is  likely  to  be  gamed  by  the  substitution  of  any  other,  unless 
it  be,  that  it  may  serve  to  rouse  attention,  to  exercise  thou^t,  and 
to  prevent  the  mechanical  repetition,  and  consequent  idolizmg,  of  a 
fonnula. 

*  It  Begins  veary  doubtfol  whether  a  eoUeotion  of  Beemin^y  Mradozieal  and  self- 
eontradictory  paaeaffes,  torn  from  the  context  of  a  doeely  reasoned  work,  can  contribate 
much  either  to  enli^ten  the  ignorant,  or  to  oonTince  gunsayets. 


•  The  TiewB  of  the  Traetarians  npon  the  "Doeirine  qf  Merit  **  baye  been  more  ftiU  j 
derelciped  sinoe  the  delivery  of  the  Bishop  of  St.  Dayib^s  Charge.  Ma.  Nswkan  in 
his  Sennonon  **  The  Apoitolioai  ChristUmy*^  sa^  *' Those  great  surrenders  which 
Scriptnre  speaks  of,  are  not  incumbent  on  all  Christians.  They  could  not  be  volnntaiy 
if  they  were  duties ;  they  oould  not  be  meriiariotu  if  they  were  not  voluntary.  Bat 
though  they  are  not  duties  to  aU,  they  may  be  duties  to  you  ;  and  though  they  are  vo- 
luntury,  you  may  have  a  call  to  them.  It  may  be  your  duty  to  puratse  meriL*^ 
mom  on  SuJbjeeU  qftheDap^  pp.  S29, 330.— Ed. 
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BAPTISM. — ^BBOBNKRATXOK.. 


WiuoN,  Bishop  op  Caloutta.-^1838. 
F3<l9  Par.  24,  in  Cbap.  XXV  L 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  of  Exetbb,  1839. 

20.  To  come  to  particulars.  Of  Baptism,  our  Ohiirch  teaches^ 
tliat  the  inward  grace,  of  which  it  is  not  only  the  sign,  bnt  the 
^^sare  witness,^^  and  the  ^'effectual  mean''  of  conyejance,  is  ^^a 
death  onto  sin,  and  a  new  birth  unto  righteousness  ;"^  that  in  and 
by  Baptism  Begeneration  is  ffiyen  unto  us. 

21.  In  the  ninth  Article,  the  word  renaiii^  in  the  Latin  copy,  is, 
in  the  English,  haptized^  both  copies  being,  as  you  know,  equally 
original.  Surely,  this  alone  is  sufficient  to  proye,  that  our  Ohurch 
considers  the  being  baptized  as  the  same  as  being  regm$rat0  ;  for  it 
uses  the  yery  terms  as  conyertible.^ 


9  It  will  be  obaexYed  that  the  words  heie  subetitnted  hy  the  Bishop  of  Ezbtkr  to 
shew  the  teaehiBg  of  our  Choreh,  are  quoted,  and  that  ineorrectly.  from  the  general 
definitioiis  of  a  Sacramenty  in  the  Catechism  and  in  the  Twenty-fifth  Article.  I  say 
incorrecUy,  because,  in  the  first  place,  the  expression  "ejfeoiual  mean  **  does  not  occur 
io  eidier  ci  them,  nor  indeed  in  any  of  our  formularies ;  and  secondly,  our  Church  does 
not  qraak  of  Baptism  tm'^the  sign,  the  *  sure  witness,*  the  *  efiectual  mean  *  of  convey- 
ance,** hot  defines  a  Sacrament  to  be  '*  a  means  whereby  we  receiye  grace,**  and  de- 
fllares  of  Baptism  that  '*  it  is  a  sisn  of  Regeneration.** 

I  will  also  yentnre  to  suggest  ^at  his  Lordship  does  not  fairly  represent  the  meamng 
of  the  dhurcfa  when  he  describes  her  as  teachmg  that  Baptism  \B**nta  only  the  ngn^ 
bu$  the  *ture  wUneee,^  ....  of  inward  grace.**  The  antithesis  is  not  between  the 
words  *'  eign  **  and  "  ffiUneet.^  In  the  Twenty-fifth  Article,  speaking  senerally  of  the 
Sacraments,  the  Church  dedares  them  to  be  *^  not  only  badges  or  tokens  (not»)  of 

C^msUan  menU  prqfeeehn,  but  rather certain  sure  witnesses,  and  effectual 

ngns  (signa)  of  graoe  and  OoiFe  good  wilh^  and  her  meaning  is  still  more  plain  when 
she  comes  to  qieak,  particularly,  of  the  Sacrament  of  Bsjptism,  m  Article  Twenty-seyen  ; 
^  Baptiifm  is  not  only  a  sign  of  ^feeeUm,  and  mark  of<^fferenee  (prqfeseUmie  si^um, 
ao  dieoriminis  Beta).  •  .  .  but  it  is  also  a  sign  of  EegeneraHon  or  liew  Birth  (simum 
regeneraiUmis.)**  The  language  of  our  Churoh,  correctly  stated,  gives  not  the  slightest 
oonntenamse  to  the  notion  which  confounds  the  "sign  *'  with  the  '<  thing  eign^ed,*^  the 
^ sure  wiineee^  with  ihat  to  whi^  it  tett^iee. — En. 

^  The  word  "renoHt^  occurs  twice  in  the  Article  on  original  sin.  In  the  firet  In- 
staaoe  it  is  rwdefed  in  the  £<ngMsh  **  regenerated  i*  in  the  eeoond,  as  his  Lorddiip  oh- 
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22.  AccordingIy,it  teaches  ns  to  apply  to  Baptism  the  words  «pokeii 
by  our  Lord  to  Nicodemus ;  for,  in  the  Exhortation  in  the  Office  of 
^*  Baptism  of  such  as  are  of  riper  years,^  it  teUs  us,  that,  by  the 
express  words  of  our  Saviour  Christ,  ^^  except  a  man  be  bom  of 
water  and  of  the  Spirit,  he  cannot  enter  into  the  Kingdom  of  Ood,^ 
^^tD$  may  perceive  the  great  neceseity  of  this  Sacrament,  where  it 
may  be  had^ — ^in  other  words,  that  without  it,  where  it  may  be 
had,  "we  cannot  enter  into  the  Kingdom  of  €h>d.'" 

23.  Whether,  where  Baptism  may  not  be  had,  Ood  is  ever 
pleased  to  gire  Regeneration,  as  Scripture  is  silent,  so  likewise  is 
the  Church.  A  charitable  hope,  in  such  a  case,  it  dees  not  dis- 
courage, but  neither  doth  it  require.^   It  leaves  us  to  draw  our  own 


■erreSy  hapHMied:  but  in  this  ease  the  words  "0t  cr^denHbui**  are  added  to  the  esE- 
preesion. 

How  it  18  that  the  Sacraments  have  '*  for  the  most  part  reoeired  the  names  of  the 
self-same  things  they  signify,**  is  explained  by  St.  Augustzni  as  quoted  in  the  iromi^ 
9n  Common  Proper,    SSb  note  ^,  p.  344,  supra.— Ed. 

*  The  early  Church  appears  to  have  entertained  a  much  more  decided  oinnion  upon  this 
point.  "  And  because  equity  so  teacheth,*'  says  Hookbs,  (Bodes.  PoL  b.  y.  WK)  **  it  is 
on  all  parts  gladly  confeased,  that  there  may  be  in  divers  cases  life  by  Tirtoe  of  inward 
Baptism,  even  where  outward  is  not  found.  So  that  if  anv  question  be  made,  it  is  bat 
about  the  bonds  and  limits  of  this  possibility.  For  example,  to  think  that  a  man  whose 
Baptism  the  crown  of  mart^om  preyenteth,  doth  lose  in  that  case  the  happiness 
which  so  many  thousands  enjoy,  that  only  have  had  the  grace  to  believe,  and  not  the 
honour  to  seal  the  testimony  thereof  with  death,  were  almost  barbarous.  Anin.  when 
some  certain  opinionative  men  in  St.  Bbrnard's  time,  b^gan  privately  to  nold  that, 
because  our  Lord  hath  said,  '  Unless  a  man  be  bom  Win  of  water,*  therefore  life, 
without  either  actual  Baptism  or  martyrdom  instead  of  Baptism,  cannot  possibly  be 
obtained  at  the  hands  of  God ;  Bbrnard,— .considering  that  the  same  equity  whi^ 
had  moved  them  to  think  the  necessity  of  Baptism,  no  bar  against  the  happy  estate  of 
anbfl4>tized  martyrs,  is  as  forcible  for  the  warrant  of  their  salvation,  in  whom,  altfaoo^ 
there  be  not  the  sufferings  of  holy  martyrs,  there  are  the  virtues  nAieh  sanot^ed  thoee 
tuffimngSf  and  made  them  precious  in  Ood*s  siffhty-jprofeaaed  himself  an  enemy  to  that 
severity  and  strictness  which  admitteth  no  exception  but  of  martyrs  only.  For,  auth 
he,  if  a  man  desirous  of  Baptism  be  suddenly  cut  off  by  death,  in  whom  there  wanied 
neither  sound  Faithy  devout  Hope,  nor  sincere  Chariip,  f  God  be  merciful  unto  me,  and 
pardon  me,  if  I  err,^  but  verily  of  such  a  one*8  Salvation,  in  whom  there  is  no  other 
defect  besides  his  faultless  lack  of  Bi^tism,  despair  I  cannot,  nor  induce  my  mind  to 
think  his  Futh  void,  his  Hope  confounded,  and  his  Charity  fflJlen  to  nothins,  only  be- 
cause he  hath  not  that  which  not  contempt  but  impossibilify  withholdeth.  '  Tc^  me,  I 
beseech  you,  (saith  Ambrose,)  what  there  is  in  any  of  us  more  than  to  will  and  to  sedc 
for  our  own  good.  Thy  servant  Valentinian,  O  Lord,  did  both.  (For  Valentinian,  the 
Emperor,  died  before  ms  purpose  to  receive  Baptism  could  take  effect.)  And  is  it  pos- 
sible, that  he,  which  had  purposely  thy  Svirit  given  him  to  desire  grace,  should  not 
'  receive  this  gnice  which  that  Spirit  did  desire  f  Doth  it  move  you  that  the  outward 
accustomed  solemnities  were  not  done  ?  As  though  oonverts  that  suffer  martyrdom 
h^ore  Baptism,  did  thereby /oi/mI  their  right  to  the  crown  tf  eternal  glory  in  the  Kingdom 
qf  Heaven.  If  the  blood  of  martyrs  in  that  case  be  their  Baptism,  surely  his  religious 
desire  of  Baptism  standeth  him  in  the  same  stead.*  It  hath  been,  ther^ore,  consSmUy 
held,  as  well  touching  other  believers  as  martyrs,  that  Baptism  taken  away  by  fssoMsi^, 
is  supplied  by  desire  qf  Baptism,  because  with  equity  this  opinion  doth  best  jtanci.** 

It  is  impossible  to  read  the  foregoing  extract  without  perceiving  how  exaotiy  the 
sentiments  contained  in  it  accord  with  the  language  of  our  Church  in  the  twenty-seventh 
Article.  She  there  tells  us  that  "  they  that  receive  Baptism  rightly  eoclesitt  inse- 
runtur  ;**  that  ^^the  promises  of  forgiveness  of  sin,  and  of  our  adoption  in  filios  Dei,  by 
the  Hol^  Ghost  are  visibly  signed  and  sealed  ;'*  that  '*  Faith  is  confirmed,  and,  vi  divinsB 


invocationis.  Grace  increased.*^    Plainly  then,  in  her  judgment,  '*they  who  receive 
Baptism  rightly,"  are,  previous  to  the  administimtion  of  the  ordinanee,  in  pOMeasion  «f 
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conclusion  from  the  analogy  of  the  Gospel  of  loye,  and  peace,  and 
mercy. 

24.  OdnfatU  Baptism,  the  Church  further  tells  ns,  that  it  is  certain, 
by  God^s  Word,  that  children  which  are  baptized,  dying  before 
they  commit  actual  sin,  are  undoubtedly  saved.'*^  It  tells  us,  too, 
that  every  baptized  "  infant  is  regenerate  and  grafted  into  the  body 
of  Christ  s  Church  C  nay,  it  teaches  and  commands  us  to  ^^  yield 
hearty  thanks'*  to  Almighty  God,  as  a  "most  Merciful  Father,  for 
having  been  pleased  thus^  to  regenerate^  him,  for  "having  received 
him  for  his  own  child  by  adoption,^  for  "  having  incorporated  him 
into  His  Holy  Church.'' 

25.  That  any  one,  afler  having  again  and  again  solemnly  sub- 
scribed to  the  lawfulness,  and  therefore  to  the  truth,  of  all  this— 
after  having  engaged  before  God  and  man,  that  he  will  use  this 
form  of  words  in  administering  Baptism — ^and  after  having,  in  ac- 
cordance with  that  engagement,  continued  to  use  it  during  the 
whole  of  his  ministerial  service — can  yet  deny  or  dispute  the  po- 
sition that  our  Church  maintains,  that  always  to  infants^^  and  to 


Failh  and  Grace.  Just  so,  in  this  passage  firom  Hookbr,  we  hear  of  unhaptized  persona 
in  possession  of  '*  virtnes  which  sanctified  their  sufferings  and  made  them  precious  in 
God*s  sight;**  wanting  '^ neither  sound  Faith,  devout  Hope,  nor  sincere  Charity;** 
purposely  <<  gifted  with  the  Spirit  to  desire  grace  ;**  nay,  having  a  ''  right  to  the  crown 
of  eternal  glory  in  the  Kingdom  of  Heaven.'**  In  what  sense  can  the  term  nnregenerate 
be  applied  to  such -characters  as  these  ? — Ed. 

'  The  italics  are  not  the  B]8hop*s.  Does  his  Lordship  intend  by  the  word  *^  HKtu  ** 
that  every  b^tized  infant  is  ^  regenerate"  in  the  sense  of  being  <*  grafted  into  the  body  of 
ChritfM  Church  ^9  If  so,  no  one  of  the  persons  alluded  to  in  the  following  paragraph 
wiU  he  found  to  **  deny  or  dispute  the  position.**  See  the  term  explained  by  Arch- 
DXACON  Sinclair,  note  8,  p.  379,  infra. 

If,  however,  his  Lordshipattaches  a  higher  and  spiritual  meaning  to  the  word  Regene- 
ration,— as  I  believe  the  Church  also  does  in  some  parts  of  the  Baptismal  Servioe^^ 
then  I  must  respectfully  observe  that  the  Church  does  tyti  assert  **  that  every  baptized 
*  in&nt  is  regenerate,' "  in  this  sense,  any  more  than  she  can  be  said  to  assert  of  every 
person  over  whom  thd  Burial  Service  is  read,  that  GK>d  hath  taken  the  soul  of  the  de- 
parted to  Himself.    See  notes  4  and  5,  it^ra. 

*  The  italics  are  not  his  Lordship*s.  See  note  7,  supra,  p.  344.  See  also  Charge  of  the 
DsAN  OF  Salisbury,  1842.  Par.  39,  p.  354,  supra.  Archbishop  Ushbr  was  of  a  very 
different  opinion  as  appears  from  the  following  quotation :  ''  Is  every  elect  infant  then 
actually  sanctified  and  united  to  Christ  in  ana  by  Baptism? 

''  We  must  here  distinguish  of  elect  infants  baptized,  whereof  some  die  in  their 
infancy,  and  never  come  to  the  use  of  reason ;  others  God  hath  appointed  to  live  and 
enjoy  the  ordinary  means  of  Faith  and  Salvation. 

*'  W  hat  is  to  be  thought  of  elect  infimts  that  die  in  their  infancy,  and  have  no  other 
outward  means  of  nJvation  but  their  Baptism  ? 

'^  Doubtless  in  all  these  the  inward  grace  is  united  to  the  outward  sini 

**  But  what  18  to  be  tbought  of  the  effect  of  Baptism  in  those  elect  infants  to  whom 
God  hath  appointed  to  live  to  years  of  discretion  ? 

*'  In  them  toe  have  no  warrant  to  promise  oonstanUy  an  extraordinary  work  to  whom 
Ood  mtends  to  afford  ordinary  means  ;  for  though  God  does  sometimes  sanctify  firom 
the  womb,  as  in  Jeremy,  and  John  Baptist,  sometimes  in  Baptism,  as  He  pleaseth,  yet 
it  is  hard  toqffirm,  as  some  do,  thai  every  elect  ififant  doth  ordinarily ,  before  or  in  Bap- 
tism,  receive  initial  YegeneraHon,  and  the  seed  of  Faith  and  Grace  ;  for  if  there  was 
such  a  habit  of  grace  then  infused,  it  could  not  be  so  utterly  lost  or  secreted  as  never 
to  shew  itself,  but  by  bebg  attained  by  new  instruction.  But  we  may  rather  deem  and 
judge  that  Baptism  is  not  actually  ^eetual  to  just^  and  sanct{fy  until  the  party  does 
believe  and  embrace  the  promises,**    See  **  Extracts  from  the  Works  qf  Archbishop 
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tiAuMs  nghilj  reeeiving,^  Begenei^ation  is  g^ven  in  Baptism,  and,  so 
&r  as  man  is  authorized  to  pronounce,  in  Baptism  only, — ^might 
appear  incredible,  if  the  ezpenence  of  more  than  two  hundred  jears 
had  not,  unhappily,  furnished  us  with  too  many  inertances  to  the 
contrary. 

26«  Uiir  own  times,  indeed,  and  I  must  not  forbear  to  add,  our 
own  Diocese,  hare  been  said  to  furnish  more  than  one  instance  of 
disingenuousness  of  another  kind.  It  is  reported,  (erroneously,  I 
hope,)  that  there  are  persons,  even  among  our  Brethren,  who,  in 
despite  of  their  engagements,  take  upon  themselres  to  omit,  or 
garble,  portions  of  the  office  of  Baptism,  in  order  to  avoid  ex- 
pressions, which  their  conscience,  it  should  seem,  is  too  tender  to 
use,  though  not  too  tender  to  promise  to  use.  Whether  the  penalties 
of  human  law  be  likely  to  restrain  any  who  in  such  a  matter  can 
set  at  nought  their  most  sacred  obligations  to  Gk)d,  I  know  not ; 
but  it  tiiay  be  well  to  state  the  injunction  of  the  Thirty-eighth  Canon : 
*^  If  any  Minister,  after  he  has  subscribed,  shall  omit  to  U0e  the 
form  of  prayer,  or  any  of  the  orders,  prescribed  in  the  Communion, 
let  him  be  suspended  ;  and  if,  after  a  month,  he  do  not  reform  and 
submit  himself,  let  him  be  excommunicated ;  and  then,  if  he  shall 
not  submit  himself  within  the  space  of  another  month,  let  him  be 
deposed  from  the  ministry ."^^  The  penalties  of  this  Canon  I  should 
feel  it  my  duty,  however  painful,  to  enforce,  in  any  case  in  which 
by  due  proof  it  may  be  shewn  that  they  are  incurred** 

27.  And  here,  I  cannot  forbear  entreating  you  all  to  follow  the 
directions  of  the  Rubric,  as  in  other  respects,  so  particularly  in  re- 
lation to  the  Hme  of  administering  Baptism,  ^^  either  immediately 
after  the  Second  Lesson  *^  at  Morning  Prayer,  or  else  immediately 
after  the  Second  Lesson  at  Evening  Prayer.^ 

*  The  printed  letter,  bearing  Mr.  Head*8  name,  baring  profetsed  that  he  thud 
corrupts  tne  office  of  Baptism,  I  called  on  him  at  my  Y  ie&tation,  in  the  presence  of  the 
Archaeaoon,  and  the  Churchwardens  of  bis  parish,  to  avow  himself^  if  he  thought  fit, 
the  Author  of  the  letter  ^cautioning  him  that  the  avowal  might  be  Used  affainat  him). 
As  he  declined  making  this  avowal,  I  charged  the  Churchwaniens  to.  note  Ids  piaetioe 
in  ministering  Baptism,  and  to  make  Presentment,  if  he  omiM  any  portion  of  the 
Office. 


UsBBR  and  Dk.  Hammond  ;  intendgd  to  Ulu9^aie  their  vmn  relative  to  the  Saermmeni 
of  Baptitm  ;^  and  to  ''enable  the  reader  to  institute  a  comparison  between  the  state- 
ments of  these  eminently  *  learned  and  pious  *  authors,  and  the  statements  which  have 
been  so  industriously  disseminated  by  the  Oxford  Tract  writers  and  their  abettors.** 
fp.  4.) — ^This  pamphlet,  published  anonymously  by  Hatchards,  is  from  the  pen  of  a 
dignitazy  of  our  Church,  one  of  the  most  able  and  zealous  opponents  of  Tractariaoism, 
to  whsee  kindness  I  am  indebted  for  my  knowledge  of  it. 

An  extract  from  Da.  Hammond  will  be  found  in  a  note  on  Par.  34,  of  the  Dxan  of 
Salisbury's  Chai]ro^  in  the  next  Chapter. — ^Eo. 

A  **Alwayi  to  iniants,  and  to  adults  rightly  reeeivrng^^I  Surely  this  is  not  the 
teaching  of  the  Church.  The  Twenty-seventh  Article  makes  no  distinction  whatever 
between  infants  and  adults,  when  it  says  that ''  they  that  receive  Baptism  rightty  are  grafted 
into  the  Church.  ^  And  if  it  be  ursed  that  the  Church  in  the  BaptLsmal  Service  de- 
dans of  every  baptised  infant  that  it  is  regenerate,  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  she 
uses  precieelif  the  same  worde  with  reference  to  everp  baptized  oc/tiA.— Ed. 
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88.  Thoie  of  joxat  oongregation,  who  know  and  consider  what 
Baptism  is — a  Sacrament — a  holy  mystery,  instituted  and  ordained 
by  our  Lord  himself,  in  which  He  is  in  a  special  manner  present, 
and  by  which  He  worketh  a  new  creation  in  the  sonl  of  mm  who 
receives  it^  making  him  to  be  part  of  his  own  body,  and  so  to  be 
entitled  to  an  inheritance  in  his  hearenly  kingdom — ^all,  I  say,  who 
know  and  consider  this  (as  all  ought  to  know  and  consider  it),  how- 
ever often  Baptism  may  recnr,  wiU  witness  it  with  awe,  and  reye- 
rence,  and  holy  joy;  and  will  join  most  gladly  in  the  prayers  and 
praises,  which  are  offered  up  to  Ood,  at  the  working  of  so  miffhty  a 
change  in  any  one  of  those  for  whom  onr  Saviour  shed  his  blood. 
Nor  would  it  be  easy  to  devise  any  means  more  likely  to  be 
effectual,  in  awakening  the  thoughtless,  or  enlightening  the  ignorant, 
than  thus  to  remind  them,  by  the  Baptism  of  others,  both  of  the 
New  Birth  which  was  once  vouchsafed  to  themselves,  and  of  the 
new  life  to  which  they  were  thereby  pledged.  But  then,  in  order 
to  insure  these  good  effects,  it  is  manifestly  necessary,  that  you 
should  not  seldom  bring  the  real  nature  and  blessed  efficacy  of  this 
Sacrament  to  the  attention  of  your  people. 

Bboughton,  Bishop  op  Australia.— 1841  • 
ride  Pan.  10...29,  in  Chap.  X. 

LoNGLET,  Bishop  op  Bipon. — 1841. 
Vide  Pan.  3,  in  Chap.  XXIII. 

Mant,  Bishop  of  Down  and  Connor,  and  Dromore. — 1842. 

80.  And  here  I  cannot  but  draw  your  attention  to  the  absence 
of  all  solemnity,  which  frequentlv  accompanies  the  ministration  of 
this  Holy  Ordmance  of  our  Lord,  notwithstanding  the  care  of  the 
Church  for  its  due  celebration,  by  directing  that  it  be  celebrated 
after  previous  notice  to  the  curate,  at  the  font,  publicly  before  the 
congregation,  immediately  after  the  last  Lesson  at  Morning  or  at 
Evening  Prayer.  A  general  and  systematic  neglect  of  these  pro- 
visions, which  must,  1  fear,  be  regarded  as  too  prevalent  in  our 
ministrations^  whilst  it  is  a  palpable  violation  of  the  Churches  laws, 
is  calculated  to  brine  disrepute  on  the  Holy  Sacrament  of  Baptism. 
Nay,  I  am  jpersuaded,  my  Beverend  Brethren,  that  more  whole- 
some, more  Scriptural,  and  sounder  views  would  commonly  prevail 
concerning  it,  if  it  were  careAiIly  administered  after  such  manner 
as  the  Church  prescribes. 

81.  For,  not  to  mention  other  advanti^res,  I  will  limit  myself  to  one 
which  fidls  in  with  the  course  of  the  present  observations, — namely, 
that  the  people  of  the  Church  would  be  habituated  to  connect  the 
idea  of  Begeneration  or  the  New  Birth  with  the  admission  of 
children  into  her  fold  by  Holy  Baptism,  when  they  heard  her  by 
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her  Minister  taking  her  Saviour^s  declaration  conoeming  the  neces- 
sity of  "  any  one  being  bom  again  of  water  and  of  the  Holy  Ghost,^' 
for  the  foundation  of  her  Baptismal  Service ;  praying,  that  ^^  the 
child  now  to  be  baptized  may  be  regenerate  C*  afluining,  that 
^^  after  he  is  baptizea  he  is  regenerate  C  thanking  Gh>d,  that  ^*  he 
has  been  pleased  by  Baptism  to  regenerate  him  or  her.*^ 

82.  In  trath,  every  reference  in  every  formulary  of  the  Church, 
where  notice  is  taken  of  Regeneration,  speaks  of  it  as  the  spiritual 
grace  of  Holy  Baptisna.^  But,  as  to  the  Baptismal  Service  in 
particular,  both  the  objections  of  the  Puritanical  Nonconformists, 
and  the  defence  of  the  Bepresentatives  of  the  Church  at  the  Savoy 
Conference,  manifest  its  meaning.  For  whereas  to  the  Prayer  in 
Baptism,  that  this  child  ^^  may  receive  remission  of  sins  by  Spiritual 
Regeneration,"  the  Puritans  objected :  **'  This  expression  seeming 
inconvenient,  we  desire  it  may  be  changed  into  this,  ^^  May  be 
regenerated,  and  receive  remission  of  sins.""*  The  Episcopal 
Divines  made  answer  that  the  prayer  was  "  most  proper ;  for  Bap- 
tism is  our  Spiritual  Regeneration.'"  St.  John  iii.,  ^'  Unless  a  man 
be  bom  again  of  water  and  the  Spirit,*^  &c.  And  by  this  is  received 
remission  of  sins,  Acts  ii.  3,  "  Repent,  and  be  baptized  every  one  of 
you,  for  the  remission  of  sins.*^'  So  the  Creed,  '^  One  Baptism  for  the 
remission  of  sins.'^^'f  And  whereas  to  the  affirmation,  ^^  that  it 
hath  pleased  thee  to  regenerate  this  infant  by  thy  Holy  Spirit,"  the 
Puritans  objected,  "  We  cannot  in  faith  say,  that  every  child  that 
is  baptized  is  regenerated  by  Code's  Hol^  Spirit ;  at  least,  it  is  a 
disputable  point,  and  therefore  we   desire  it  may  be  otherwise 

•  Grand  Debate,  p.  20 ;  Cardwell,  p.  324. 
+  Grand  Debate,  p.  132 ;  Cardweli,  p.  356. 


<  "  The  method  which  I  propose  in  handling  this  point  is, — First,  To  shew  why 
Baptism  is  styled  the  wathmg  of  Regeneration. 

'*  Now  the  aooount  of  this  I  take  to  be  very  plain  and  easy,  from  the  way  of  speaking 
familiar  among  the  Jews.  We  are  told  by  their  authentic  writers,  that  it  was  their 
custom  to  admit  proselytes  from  among  the  Heathen,  not  only  by  circomeising  the 
males,  but  also  by  baptizing  both  males  and  females ;  and  that  they  were  oaed  to  say, 
when  persons  were  so  baptized  and  proselyted,  the^  reaembled  tueh  at  were  new  bom  i 
they  entered  into  a  new  state,  were  admitted  to  new  relations,  were  obliged  to  lire  new 
Uyob,  and  to  govern  themselyes  by  new  laws  and  customs.  And  there  can  be  no  great 
doubt,  but  t&t  our  Saviour  and  St.  Paul  might  use  the  expressions  of  'being  oom 
again  of  water,'  and  *  ti^e  washing  of  Regeneration,'  in  the  very  tame  tente  s  whoeoever 
was  admitted  into  the  Christian  Ghurc^  by  Baptism  being  '  bom  again*  in  the  tante 
manner  at  protelyiet  uted  to  be  among  the  Jewt.  To  which  may  be  added,  what  is 
peculiarly  true  in  the  Christian  Dispensation, — ^namely,  that  Baptism  was  therein 
appointed  to  be  a  sign  of  an  inward  and  spiritual  Regeneration ;  washing  the  body 
with  water  was  to  represent  the  cleansing  of  the  soul  by  the  Divine  Spirit,  and  eonse- 
quentiy  the  receiving  a  new  principle  of  spiritual  life  into  the  soul^  answering  to  the 
principle  of  natural  life  which  every  man  brings  into  the  world  with  him  when  he  is 
first  bom.  *^^~J)itcettrte  concerning  BapHtmal  and  Spiritual  Regeneration.  By  Sam  uu. 
Bradford,  D.D.,  late  Lord  Bishop  of  Rochester.  Published  by  the  Society  for  PrO" 
mating  Chrittian  Knowledge^  pp.  8,  9.  See  also  the  extracts  from  Dsan  Nowxll's 
Catediitm  ;  and  Abchobacon  Sinclair\i  QiuettUmt  ittuttrating  the  Ckureh  Caieehiem, 
Kote8,if0ti.-JEh>. 
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expressed  ;'^*  the  Episcopal  Diyines  answered,  *'  Seeine  that  God^s 
SacrameDts  have  their  effects,  where  the  receiver  doth  not  pim&re 
obicem^  pat  any  bar  against  them,  which  children  cannot  oo,  we 
may  say  in  fiuth  of  every  child  that  is  baptized,  that  it  is  rege- 
nerated by  Ood^s  Holy  Spirit ;  and  the  denial  of  it  tends  to  Ana- 
baptism  and  the  contempt  of  this  Holy  Sacrament,  as  nothing 
worthy,  nor  material,  whether  it  be  administered  to  children  or 
no.'t 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  op  Exetkb. — 1842. 
Vide  Pan.  87—36^  in  Chftp.  XII. ;  and  Pan.  88—164,  in  Chap.  X. 

CoPLKSTON,  Bishop  of  Llandafp. — 1842. 
Vide  Pan.  68—00,  in  Cbaip.  X. 

Blomfisld,  Bishop  of  London. — 1842. 

21.  I  have  already  observed,  that  in  the  interpretation  of  the 
Articles  which  relate  more  immediately  to  Doctrine,  onr  surest 
guide  is  the  Liturgy .^  It  may  safely  be  pronounced  of  any  explar 
nation  of  an  Article,  which  cannot  be  reconciled  with  the  plain 
language  of  the  Offices  for  public  worship,  that  it  is  not  the  Doctrine 
of  the  Church.  The  opinion,  for  instance,  which  denies  Baptismal 
Regeneration,  might  possibly,  though  not  without  great  difficulty, 
be  reconciled  with  the  language  of  the  Twenty-seventh  Article :  but 
by  no  stretch  of  ingenuity,  nor  latitude  of  explanation,  can  it  be 
brought  to  agree  with  the  plain,  unqualified  language  of  the  Offices 
for  Baptism  and  Confirmation. | 

22.  A  onestion  may  properly  be  raised  as  to  the  sense  in  which 
the  term  Regeneration  was  used  in  the  early  Church,  and  by  our 
own  Reformers ;  but  that  Regeneration  does  actually  take  place  in 
Baptism,  is  most  undoubtedly  the  Doctrine  of  the  English  Uhurch ; 
and  I  do  not  understand  how  any  Clergyman,  who  uses  the  Office 
for  Baptism,  which  he  has  bound  himself  to  use,  and  which  he 
cannot  alter  nor  mutilate  without  a  breach  of  good  faith,  can  deny, 
ihat,  in  some  seme  or  other ^^  Baptism  is  indeed  the  laver  of  Rege- 
neraiian. 

ride  aim  Pan.  23, 24,  in  Chap.  XIII. ;  and  76,  in  Chap.  XXIII. 

*  Grand  Debate,  p.  20 ;  Cardwell,  p.  S26. 

t  Gnuid  Debate,  p.  132 ;  Cardwell,  p.  366. 

t  Nor  can  it  be  made  to  agree  with  the  lanfl^uage  of  the  Ninth  Article.  The  English 
Article  says,  ''There  is  no  condemnation  for  them  that  belieye  and  are  bapihted;*^ 
the  Latin  is  *'  rmuUh  et  eredentibus.*' 


"^  See  note  on  Par.  12,  of  his  Lordshio^s  Charge  in  Chap.  XXI.  Also  extract  from 
Bishop  RynnR^s  Charge  to  the  Clergy  or  the  Diocese  of  Lichfield  and  Coyentiy ;  note 
1,  p.  364,  «tt;»ra.— Ed. 

*  Where  is  *'  any  Clergyman**  to  be  found  who  woald  think  of  oontroyerting  the  Bishop 
OF  Loi«noN*s  position  that  **  m  mhm  mum  or  ofA^r**— (the  italics  are  not  his  Lordships,) 
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O^Bbien,  Bishop  of  Ossory,  Ferns,  and  LsiasLiN. — 1842. 
Viide  Note  on  Par.  88,  in  Chap.  XY. 

Bagot,  Bishop  op  Oxford. — 1842. 
Fid^  Par.  4»y  in  Chi^  ZXIIL 

Pearson,  Dean  of  Salisbury. — 1842. 
Vide  Par.  30,  in  Cba^.  XII. 

.-BaptiBm  18  indeed  '  the  layer  of  Begenexation.'  **  Still  the  ^  question**  remaina,  and 
''may  properly  he  raiaed,  aa  to  the  aenae  in  which  the  term  R^^neration**  ia  to  he 
naed.  U^n  thia  point  the  Larger  CateefUtm  of  Da.  Nowau.,  Dean  qf  Si.  PauPs, 
whieh,  aa  it  ia  well  known,  received  the  smnoUgn  qf  Oonvoeatwn,  may  be  regarded  aa  no 
moan  authority  v~- 

**M.  What  ia  the  aecret  and  apiritoal grace? 

*^S.  Forgiyeneaa  of  aina  and  Regeneration  ;  both  which  we  have  2y  the  deaA  and 
reeurreeHon  qf  Chriei  ;  of  which  we  haye  thia  Sacrament  aa  a  §eal  and  pledge, 

**  JIf,  Shew  me  the  effect  of  Baptism  yet  more  plainly. 

**S,  Since  by  nature  we  are  the  children  of  wrath,  and  not  of  the  Church  and  Honae- 
hold  of  Gk)d ;  we  are  by  Baptism  received  into  the  Churchy  and  aaau^ed  that  we  are  now 
the  ehUdran  of  GJod,  and  joined  and  gn^fied  inio  the  bodg  qf  ChHel,  and  become  hia 
otentberMf  and  grow  into  one  body  with  Him.** 

To  thia  testimony  I  will  only  add  that  of  a  more  recent  work,  "  Quettiont  itttutroHng 
the  Cateddam  of  the  Church  qf  England,'"  by  the  Rsv.  John  Sinclair,  Chaplain  to 
THi  Lord  Bishop  op  London,  and  now,  hg  his  Lordthip^a  appointment,  ARCHnaAOON 
OP  MiDDLSsaz.  The  following  extracts  are  from  pp.  48 — 60  of  the  edition  of  this 
Tract  recently  published  by  The  Society  for  Promoting  Christian  Knowledge : — 

''By  whom  was  Baptism  used  as  a  religious  ordinance  before  Christ P  By  the 
Jews.— For  what  purpoae  f  For  admitting  into  their  Church  conyerta  from  Hemen- 
iam.— What  metaphor  did  they  employ  to  expreas  the  baptized  person^a  change  qf 
condition  9  They  spoke  of  him  as  beins  bom  again  or  regenerate.---Sh.ew  that  ^rist^ 
when  he  adopted  the  Jewish  ordinance  mto  the  Christian  System,  employed  the  same 
form  qf  speech  eeX&n%  Baptism  a  New  Birth  P-^ohn  iiL  5.— And  that  the  same  form  of 
aoeech  was  used  by  SU  Paul  9  He  terma  Bi^tism  the  washing  of  Regeneration,  Tit. 
in.  6 ;  see  also  Rom.  yi  4,  and  CoL  iL  12 

"  What  is  Renovation  9  The  change  qf  heart  from  sin  to  holiness^  which  giyes  us 
fitneea  for  the  Kingdom  of  Ood.— In  what  respect  does  Henovation  differ  from  Bege- 
neration  9  Regeneration  is  a  change  teith  respect  to  privilege  or  capacUy  ;  Renoyation 
is  a  change  qf  c^rooter.— Which  of  the  Apostles  mentioiis  them  as  distinct  things? 
Tit.  iii  ft. — In  the  case  of  grown  persons,  does  Renovation  go  before  or  follow  after 
Baptism  ?  It  ought  petrtly  to  go  before,  and  partly  lo  follow  afier  ;  for  Repentance  and 
Faith  should  be  begun  before  Baptism,  and  brought  afterwards  to  maturity, — And  in  the 
case  of  infants  9  It  follows  qfter. — Did  the  Primitive  Christiaiis  consider  Regene- 
ration as  the  effect  of  Baptism  ?  Did  the  first  Reformers?  They  all  speak  of  Baptism 
as  a  seal,  and  pledge,  and  channel  of  Regeneration.'* — Ed. 


S81 


CHAPTER  XV. 

BIN  AFTBB  BAPTISM. 

Wilson,  Bishop  op  Calcutta. — 18S8. 
V%d9  Par.  3^  in  Chap.  XXV. 

Phillfottb,  Bishop  op  Ezettkr. — 1839, 

58.  Still  more  do  I  lament  to  read  in  one  of  the  ''  Tracts,^  which, 
in  the  main,  is  worthy  of  the  highest  estimation, — I  mean  *'  Scriptu- 
ral Views  of  Holy  Baptism,^ — mnch  of  what  is  there  said  of  the 
effects  of  sin  after  Baptism :  for  instance,  that  if,  *^  after  having 
been  then  washed,  once  for  all,  in  Christ^s  blood,  we  again  sin,  there 
is  no  more  such  complete  ablution  in  this  life.^  (Tract  67,  p.  63.) 
No  restoration  '*  to  the  same  state  of  undisturbed  security,  in  which 
God  had  by  Baptism  placed  us." — Tract  67,  p.  68. 

69.  These,  and  passages  like  these,  however  they  may  be  iBX- 
plained,  tend  to  rob  the  Oospel  of  the  blessed  Jesus  of  much  of 
that  assurance  of  the  riches  of  the  goodness  and  mercy  of  God  in 
Christ,  which  is  its  peculiar  message,  its  glad  tidings  of  great  jo^. 
^*  Come  unto  me  aU  that  labour  and  are  heavy  laden,  and  I  will 
give  you  rest.*^  Our  Church  teaches  us  to  appl^  this  blessed 
promise  to  those  who  are  "  heavy  laden"  with  sms  committed 
after  Baptism. 

60.  Surely,  too,  they  tend  to  rob  Baptism  itself  of  its  full  and 
genuine  efficacy, — of  that  which  our  Church  expresses,  when  it 
says,  that  God  **  hath  vouchsafed  to  regenerate  us  by  water  and 
the  Holy  Ghost,  and  hath  given  unto  v^fi^rgwenen  ofaU  our  Sins^'" 
not  of  those  only  which  were  committed  before  Baptism,  but  also 
of  all  the  Sins  we  ever  shall  or  may  commit,  on  the  conditions  (I 
need  not  add)  of  that  Covenant,  into  which  we  were  then  admitted, 
Repentance  and  Faith. 

61.  Nor  may  we  forget  the  tendency  of  such  language  to  en- 
courage the  pernicious  and  perilous  habit  of  distinguishing  between 
such  sins  as  may  destroy  our  state  of  grace,  and  such  as  we  may 
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think  still  leave  that  state  secure.®  Let  it  never  he  ahsent  from 
our  minds,  that  every  wilful  sin  is  deadly — and  let  us  beware  of 
hardening  our  own  hearts,  and  corrupting  the  hearts  of  our  brethren 
— bj  whispering  to  ourselves  or  them  which  sin  is  more  or  less 
deadly  than  others.  That  which  we  may  deem  the  least  will  be 
deadly  enough,  if  unrepented,  to  work  our  perdition : — ^those  which 
we  deem  the  most  deadly  will,  if  repented,  have  been  thoroughly 
washed  away  in  the  Blood  of  our  Redeemer. 

Pbabson,  Dean  of  Salibbubt. — 1839. 
Vide  Par.  8^  in  Chap.  VI. ;  and  Par.  18,  in  Chap.  XXVI. 


'  I  take  the  following  from  Mr.WARD^  reprint  of  Mr.  Richards*  **mo9i  audaeknu^* 
Cateehism,  referred  to  in  note  3,  p.  96,  Mupra. 

^  How  IB  actual  ain  diyided  ?  Into  deadly  sin,  and  sin  not  deadly.— Has  our  Church 
sanctioned  snch  a  distinction  ?  Yes ;  in  two  different  places  she  uses  the  phrase 
'  deadly  sin,*  which  plainly  implies  that  all  ainUnoi  deadly. — What  do  you  mean  by 
the  word  deadly?  I  mean  a  tin  which  deetroys  the  Oraee  of  Ood^  which  is  the  soper- 
natnral  life  of  the  soul,  and  so  puts  us  at  once  out  of  his  favour ;  a  sin  in  which,  if  we 

die  without  repentance,  we  shall  be  eyerlastinffly  punished, —Are  all 

deliberate  and  wi^fitl  Jtnt  then  deadly  ?    No ;  &ey  are  not  all  deadly, 

—Will  any  number  of  such  (leaser)  sins  put  together  make  up  a  deadly  sin  ?  If  we  go 
on  allowing  ourselyee  in  them,  without  scruple,  they  will  quite  certainly  lead  ua  into 
deadly  sin :  and  rooreoyer,  the  absence  of  an  intention  to  conquer  them,  one  by  one,  is 
a  deadly  sin,  under  the  head  of  sloth.**  pp.  15, 16. 

The  sentiments  of  Dr.  Pussy  (whose  "Soripiurtd  Views  qf  Holy  SapHem^  are 
spoken  of  by  the  Bishop  op  Exbtsr  as  beine  *'  in  the  main  worthy  of  the  highest 
admiration,**)  are  thus  referred  to  by  Bishop  M^Ilvaini,  in  his  Oa^fird  XMmmty,  pp. 
519,  520. 

"  The  following  passage  from  Dr.  Pusar  contains  a  most  painful  shewing  of  the 
imposobiliW  of  oistin^mshing  between  sins  venial  and  mortal^  and  the  consequent 
necessity  of  eyery  baptized  person,  either  concluding  that  he  has  committed  mortal  tan 
since  his  Baptism,  and  has  thus  lost  Justification,  or  else  of  being  in  a  state  of  un- 
certainty, which  cannot  but  destroy  all  confidence  of  peace  with  God.  *A  question* 
(sa^  Dr.  Pusey) '  will  probably  occur  to  many ;  What  is  that  grieyom  sin  after  Baptism 
which  inyolyes  the  fallm^  from  grace  ?  what  the  distinction  between  lesser  and  greater 
— ysNiAL  and  mortal  sins  ?  or  if  mortal  sins  be  **  sins  agaiiist  the  decalogue,**  as 
St.  Augustine  says,  are  they  only  the  highest  degrees  ci  those  sins,  or  are  they  the 
lower  also  ?  Thtt  gueeOony  ae  itita  very  dUtreeaing  one.  I  would  gladiy  anawer  if  I 
eouldy  or  dared.  But,  as  with  regard  to  the  sin  against  the  Holy  Ghost,  so  here  also^ 
Scripture  ie  silenL  I  certainly,  much  as  I  haye  laboured,  haye  not  yet  been  able  to 
decide  any  thing.  Perhaps  it  is  therefore  concealed,  lest  men*s  anxiety  to  hold  onward 
to  the  ayoidinff  of  lUl  sm  should  wax  eold.  But  now,  since  the  degree  of  *  yxNiAX. 
iniquity,*  (yenuJ  iniquity  I !)  'if  perseyered  in,  is  unknown,  the  eagerness  to  make 
progress  by  more  instant  continuance  in  prayer  is  quickened,  and  the  carefnlnees  to 
make  holy  friends  of  the  mammon  of  unrighteousness  is  not  despised.' 

**  Some  who  were  dbposed  to  go  to  a  considerable  length  with  the  school  ot 
Dr.  Pusey,  haye  been  aroused  into  indignant  opposition  by  these  and  kindred  per- 
yersions  and  abominations.  Of  this  class  is  the  writer  of  *  Letters  on  the  Kingdom  qf 
Heaven,  ^c.,*  who  asks,  *  Where  is  the  minirter  of  Christ  in  London^  Buningham, 
or  Manchester,  whom  such  a  doctrine,  heartily  and  inwardly  entertained,  would  not 
driyeto  madness?  He  is  sent  to  preach  the  Gospel  What  Gospel?  Of  all  the 
thousands  whom  he  addresses,  he  cannot  yenture  to  belieye  that  there  are  ten  who,  in 
Dr.  Pusey*s  sense,  retain  their  Baptismal  purity.  All  he  can  do,  therefore,  is  to  teU 
wretched  creatures,  who  spend  eighteen  hours  out  of  the  twenty-four  in  close  factories 
and  bitter  toil,  corrupting  and  being  corrupted^  that  if  tiiev  spend  the  remaining 
six  in  prayer,— he  need  not  add  fasting—they  may  possibly  be  sayed.  How  can  we 
insult  God  and  torment  man  with  snch  mockery  I  *  **.«^L««0r«  on  the  Kingdom  ^Hemven, 
to.,  yol.  i. — Ed. 
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LoNaUEY,    BUHOP   OF   RIPON.-—1841. 

6.  In  descending  to  particulars  npon  Doctrinal  points,  it  cannot, 
I  sbonld  think,  but  excite  surprise  and  deep  regret  that  the  effect 
of  Sin  after  Baptism  should  have  been  placed  by  them  in  so  gloomy 
and  cheerless  a  light,  unwarranted,  as  we  believe,  either  by  Holy 
Scripture,  or  by  the  authority  of  our  Church.  Did  she  really  teach, 
that  if  we  sin  again  after  Baptism,  there  is  no  more  such  complete 
absolution  in  this  life  as  was  then  imparted,^  and  we  could  then 
never  attain  to  the  same  state  of  undisturbed  security  in  which 
Qroi  had  thus  placed  us  :^  if  she  sanctioned  the  conclusion,  that  the 
penitent  and  believing  sinner  had  no  promised  security  for  the 
fullest  and  freest  pardon  through  the  atoning  blood  of  Christ,  not 
only  for  his  original  sin,  but  also  for  all  his  actual  sins  committed 
subsequent  to  Baptism,  how  could  she  have  bid  her  Ministers  open 
the  daily  service  of  the  Church  with  a  declaration  that  if  we  confess 
our  sins  Ood  is  faithful  and  just  to  forgive  us  our  sins,  and  to  cleanse 
us  from  all  unrighteousness!  What  comfort  could  it  bring  to  the 
offender  to  be  told  that  all  his  inherited  corruption  is  washed  away, 
and  his  original  guilt  pardoned  through  the  merits  of  his  Saviour, 
if  he  is  at  the  same  time  to  be  reminded  that  there  is  no  full 
security  against  the  wrath  of  God  for  his  numberless  transgressions 
in  after  life !  or  how  can  the  Priest  venture  to  pronounce  that  God 
pardoneth  and  absolveth  all  that  truly  repent,  and  unfeignedly 
believe  his  holy  Gk>spel, — how  speak  of  Almighty  God  as  so  putting 
away  the  sins  of  those  who  truly  repent,  that  He  remembereth  them 
no  more,  if  the  pardon  of  sin  after  Baptism  stands  upon  a  different 
footing  from  that  committed  before  ?  if  the  promise  of  God  is  not 
equally  sure  and  certain  as  regards  both !  Surely,  my  Reverend 
Brethren,  if  the  faithfulness  and  justice  of  God  are  hoth^  as  the 
Holy  Scripture  aeclares,  pledged  for  the  forgiveness  of  all  the 
penitent  believer^s  unrighteousness,  without  distinction,  his  security 
for  the  pardon  of  the  one  must  be  as  great  as  that  for  the  other — 
and  this  is  exactly  in  accordance  with  the  Doctrine  laid  down  in  our 
Homily  on  Repentance,  wherein  it  is  said,  ^'  Although  we  do,  after 
we  be  once  come  to  God,  and  grafted  in  his  Son  Jesus  Christ,  fall 
into  great  sins ;  yet  if  we  rise  again  by  repentance,  and  with  a  full 
purpose  of  amendment  of  life,  do  flee  unto  the  mercy  of  God,  taking 
sure  hold  thereupon,  through  faith  in  his  Son  Jesus  Christ,  there  is 

1  His  Lordship  refon  to  Dr.  Pxtbbt^s  ** Scriptural  Views  cf  Holy  BaptUm^^  Tnict 
67,  pp.  fi3...68. 

See  alBo  Tract  79,  on  Purgatory : — ''We  hold  that  after  Baptiam  there  is  no  plenary 
pardon  of  Bins  in  tins  life  to  the  sinner,  howsvsr  penitent,  such  as  in  Baptism  was 
onoe  Yonchsafed  to  him.'*  From  these  premises  the  author  of  the  Tract — ^writing  ''  on 
Pui{;atory,*^and  *'  affohut  ($)  Romamtm^''^ — is  not  unnaturally  led  to  the  foUowine  con- 
elusion  ;^''  If  for  sins  committed  after  Baptism  we  have  not  yet  received  a  Bimple  and 
imeondHional  absolution,  surely  penitents  from  this  time  up  to  the  day  of  judgment 
may  be  considered  tn  lAol  double  ttate  qf  wMoh  the  Homanitis  speak,  their  persons 
accepted,  but  certain  sint  uncanoeUed,"  pp.  0, 7.— En. 
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an  assured  and  infaJUhU  hope  of  pardon  and  remission  of  the  same, 
and  that  we  shall  be  receiTed  again  into  the  favour  of  our  Heavenly 
Father.^*  Again,  the  same  Homily,  i^>eaking  of  the  Holy  Scrip- 
tures, saith  that  the^  *^  pronounce  unto  all  true  repentant  sinners, 
and  to  them  that  will  with  their  whole  heart  turn  unto  the  Lrad 
their  G-od,  free  pardon  and  remission  of  sins.^  Let  a  belief  inoon- 
sistent  with  these  declarations  become  prevalent  and  popular,  and 
we  shall  ere  long,  I  fear,  find  the  conscience-stricken  sinner  resorting 
to  fasting,  and  self-denial,  not  merely  as  instruments  of  self-disd- 
pline,  to  keep  the  body  under,  or  as  a  help  to  prayer,  (and  when 
limited  to  these  objects  we  know  them  to  be  truljr  Scriptural,  and 
Godly,  and  edifying),  but  as  a  means  of  making  satisfaction  for  sins, 
from  whose  penalty  he  feels  no  security  that  the  vicarious  sufferings 
of  Christ  will  deliver  him.  It  need  not,  however,  be  imi^fined  that 
the  most  ample  conviction  of  Ood'^s  fornveness  of  all  our  sins,  for 
his  dear  Son'^s  sake,  does  in  any  degree  interfere  with  the  necessity 
of  a  deep  humiliation,  of  an  earnest  and  unfeigned  contrition  for 
past  transgression.  We  should  rather  believe  that  the  stronger  the 
sense  of  <^d'*s  pardoning  mercy  through  Christ,  the  stronger  would 
be  the  feeling  of  indignation  at  wilful  sin,  the  more  vehement  the 
zeal  and  the  revenge  against  ourselves  on  account  of  it.  It  may 
indeed  be  very  true,  that  rash  and  hasty  declarations  are  sometimes 
made  as  to  individual  cases ;  that  the  wound  of  the  wilful  sinner 
may  in  some  instances  have  been  too  slightly  healed  ;  and  that  the 
Minister,  in  his  eagerness  to  vindicate  the  cardinal  Doctrine  of  the 
Gt>spel,  that  being  justified  by  Faith  we  have  peace  with  God,  may 
have  been  tempted,  before  there  has  been  adequate  proof  that  the 
sorrow  is  a  Godly  sorrow,  to  administer  to  the  soul  the  full  con- 
solations of  grace ;  but  if  we  once  admit  the  notion,  that  God^s 
promise  does  not  give  security,  I  know  not  how  the  Church  militant 
on  earth  can  ever  hope  to  enjoy  that  peace  of  God  which  passeth 
all  understanding. 

MnsGBAVE,  Bishop  of  Hkkbfohd. — ^1842. 

45.  [Again.]  That  deep  humiliation  of  soul  ever  befits  the  sinner 
is  an  undoubted  truth.  But  so  to  treat  of  post  Baptismal  sins  as  to 
darken  the  merciful  provision  of  the  grace  of  Gk>d  for  the  comfort 
of  the  penitent  believer,  is  diametrically  opposed  to  the  plain  de- 
claration of  the  Church,  no  less  than  to  that  of  the  New  Testament; 
— the  Sixteenth  Article  decides  for  the  one.  The  New  Testament 
speaks  of  a  "  new  and  living  way  whereby  we  ma^  draw  near  with 
full  assurance  of  Faith — ^for  that  the  blood  of  Chnst  deaneeth  from 
aU  sin."^  Hence  indeed  it  is,  that,  like  the  great  Apostle,  the 
contrite  and  penitent  soul  may  '^glory  in  the  cross  of  our  Lord 
Jesus  Christ,   and  believing  like  him,  may  also  like  him  "r^oice  in 
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hope  of  the  glory  of  God,**  and  be  saved.^    We  read  of  some  early 
converts,  who,  in  the  strength  of  a  like  persuasion,  ^*  walked  in  the 


*  ^  As  tho6e  whieh  are  received  into  the  Church  by  the  Sacrament  of  Baptism^** 
njs  Bishop  Psarson,  '*  receiTo  the  remisnon  of  their  sins  of  which  they  were  guilty 
before  they  were  baptized ;  so  after  they  are  thus  made  members  of  the  Church,  they 
leceiTe  remission  oitheir  future  sins  by  their  Bepentanoe.  Christ,  who  hath  left  us  a 
pattern  of  prayer,  hath  thereby  taught  us  for  ever  Co  implore  and  beg  Uie  forgiveness  of 
our  sins ;  that  as  we  through  the  uailty  of  our  nature  are  always  subject  unto  sin,  so 
we  should  alwavs  exercise  ue  acts  of  Repentance,  and  for  ever  seek  the  favour  of  Ood. 
This,  then,  is  the  comfort  of  the  Gospel ;  that  as  it  discovereth  sin  within  us,  so  it  pro- 
poundeth  a  remedy  unto  us.  While  we  are  in  this  life  encompassed  with  the  flesh, 
while  the  allurements  of  the  world,  while  the  stratagems  of  Satan,  while  the  infirmities 
and  corruptions  of  our  nature,  betray  us  to  the  transgression  of  the  law  of  God,  we 
afe  always  subject  to  offend ;  and  so  long  as  we  can  offend,  so  long  we  may  apply  our- 
■elves  unto  Qod  by  Repentance,  and  be  renewed  by  his  grace  and  pardoned  by  his 
mercy.  This  is  God*s  goodness,  this  is  man^s  happiness.  For  blessed  is  he  whose 
tnuDs^ression  is  forgiven,  and  whose  sin  is  covered ;  blessed  is  the  man  unto  whom  the 
Lord  uaputeth  not  iniquity.  The  year  of  release,  the  year  of  jubilee,  was  a  time  of 
public  joy ;  and  there  is  no  voice  hke  that,  '  Thy  sins  are  forgiven  tiiee.*  By  this  a 
man  is  rescued  from  infernal  pain ;  secured  from  everhisting  flames;  by  this  he  is 
made  capable  of  heaven,  by  this  he  is  assured  qf  eternal  happiness.^''.~^Ejeposition  qf  the 
Creed,  Art  9. 

Bishop  Ph  arson  is  a  link  in  the  Traotarian  Caienm;  and  his  ExposUUm  qf  the  Creed 
is  on  the  list  of  "  works  which  may  be  profitably  studied,"  appended  to  each  number 
of  the  Tracts  fw  Oie  Times. 

The  author  of  the  tract  alluded  to  in  note  4,  p.  376)  supra,  quotes  the  following  pas- 
sage firom  IIahmond,  to  shew  that  that  learned  and  pious  writer  (whose  name  al«>,  be 
it  remembered,  is  to  be  found  in  every  Traetarian  Catena^  mentions  ''the  work  of  the 
Spirit  in  renewing  and  sanctifying  the  sinner,  and  in  leadmg  him  to  the  Saviour,  unth- 
inU  anff  reference  to  Baptismal  RegeneratUm  ;**  and  also  to  mmish  "  the  most  complete 
antidote  that  can  be  imagined,  to  the  '  most  dangerous  downfall  *  of  supposing  that 
post-baptiBmal  sins  are  almost  incapable  of  pardon,  and  that  it  is  vain  to  took  subse- 
qnently  to  Baptism  for  any  such  plenary  remission  of  sins  as  is  obtained  in  that  sacred 
ordiiiance.^ 

'  The  use  of  this  thesis  (to  wit,  that  the  greatness  of  ocfr  sins  makes  the  RBonnBRATH 
man  apply  himself  more  firmly  to  Christy  is — First  by  wav  of  caution,  that  we  mistake 
Bot  a  motive  for  an  efficient,  an  impulsive  for  a  principal  cause.  For  where,  we  say, 
H  makes  him  apply  himself,  &c.,  we  mean  not  that  the  increase  of  sin  produces  Faitii 
formally,  but  only  ineiteth  to  believe  by  way  of  instruction,  by  shewing  us  what  distress 
we  are  m,  and  consequently,  in  what  a  necessity  of  a  deliverer.  The  meditation  of  our 
sinful  courses  may  disclose  our  misery,  not  redress  it ;  may  explore,  not  mend  a  sinner, 
like  a  touefastone  to  try,  not  any  way  to  alter  him.  It  is  the  controlling  Spirit  which 
must  ^ectuallyrenew  our  spirits,  and  lead  us  to  the  Christ,  which  our  sms  told  us  we 
Jiad  need  of.  The  erase  of  sin  may  rouse  the  soul,  but  it  is  the  Spirit  of  God  that  lays 
the  toils ;  the  feeling  of  our  guilt  may  beat  the  waters,  but  it  is  the  great  fisher  of  our 
eools  which  spreads  the  net,  which  entraps  us  as  we  are  in  our  way  to  hell,  and  leads 
us  captive  to  Salvation.  The  mere  gripmgs  of  our  conscience  being  not  produced  by 
any  pbarmacon  of  the  Spirit,  but  by  some  distemper  arising  from  sin,  what  anxie^ 
doth  It  cause  within  us !  what  pangs  and  twinges  to  the  soul !  O  Lord,  do  thou  Rhob- 
MHRATB  us,  aud  then  thy  Holy  Spirit  shall  sanctify  even  our  sins  to  our  good ;  and  if 
thy  grace  may  lead  us,  our  sins  shall  pursue  and  drive  us  unto  Christ; — Secondly,  by 
wajr  of  diaracter,  how  to  distinguish  a  true  convert  from  a  false.  A  man  which,  from 
an  inveterate,  d^perate  malady,  shall  meet  with  a  miraculous,  unexpected  cure,  will 
natofally  have  some  act  of  expression  above  an  ordinary  joy,  you  shall  see  him  in  an 
ecstasy  of  thanksgiving  and  exultancy ;  whilst  another  whicn  was  never  in  that  distress, 
quietly  enjoys  tM  same  health,  and  gives  thanks  softly  by  himself  to  his  preserver, 
so  it  18  in  the  distresses  of  the  soul,  ^lich,  if  they  have  been  excessive,  and  almost 
beyond  hime  of  recovery,  as  the  miiade  must,  so  will  the  expression  of  this  deliverance 
be  somewhat  extraordinary.  The  soul  which;  from  a  good  moral  or  less  sinful  natural 
state,  is  magis  immutata  quam  genita,  rather  changed  than  Rxgsnbratrd  into  a 
spiritual^  goes  through  this  business  without  any  great  noise,  the  Spirit  entering  into 
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fear  of  God,  and  in  the  comfort  of  the  Holy  Ghost.^^  Theirs  was  a 
reverential,  a  filial  fear ; — not  a  fear  of  rejection,  bat  a  fear  only  of 
offending  their  reconciled  and  merciful  Father.  Otherwise  they 
must  haye  lived  in  a  state  of  bondage,  doubting  of  their  acceptance 
with  God,  and  ntter  strangers  to  that  comfort  spoken  of  by  the  in* 
spired  writer. 

O^Bbibn,  Bishop  of  Ossort,  Ferns,  and  Leighlin. — 1842. 

85.  Such  are  some  of  the  fruits  of  a  dread  of  the  effects  of  the 
Gbspel,  when  preached  in  the  freeness  and  fulness  in  which  it 
appears  in  Holy  Scripture.  I  need  not  add  any  thing  upon  these 
two  tracts ;'  but  the  object  for  which  I  have  so  long  dwelt  upon 
them,  requires  that  I  should  notice,  however  briefly,  another  of  the 
series,  in  which  we  find  the  same  apprehensions  giving  rise  to  what 
seems  a  still  bolder  effort  in  the  same  cause.  In  those  which  we 
have  been  considering,  preachers  only  seem  persuaded  to  hold  back 
the  word  of  reconciliation  committed  to  them ;  but  in  that  to  which 
I  am  about  to  direct  your  attention  now,  they  are  told  that  they 
have  no  such  message  to  deliver  to  sinners ;  that  is,  to  the  sinners 
to  whom  they  have  to  address  themselves  in  Ohristian  countries. 
They  have  sinned  after  having  enjoyed  all  the  privileges  and 
blessings  of  Baptism ;  and  it  is  maintained  that  for  such  sinners 
there  is  no  such  plenary  remission  again  in  this  life  as  they  have 
already  received  in  that  rite.^*    That  *'we  have  no  account  in 

*  Tract,  No.  68,  one  of  the  three  Tracts  on  Holy  Baptism,  published  (I  believe)  in  1835. 

it  in  a  still  small  Toioe,  or  at  a  breathing ;  bat  when  a  robustious,  obdurate  sinner  shall 
be  rather  apprehended  than  called,  when  the  sea  shall  be  commanded  to  give  up  her 
shipwrecked,  and  the  sepulchre  to  restore  her  dead,  the  soul  surely  which  thus  esci^iethy 
shall  not  be  content  with  a  mean  expression,  but  wiU  praeHMe  all  the  haUduiahg  and 
magn^fioaU  which  the  trnmtphant  liturgies  qf  the  saints  can  affbrd  iL  Wherefore,  I  say, 
if  any  one  out  of  a  full,  yiolent  course  of  sinning,  conoeiye  himself  converted  and  Rb- 
OSNERATID,  let  him  examine  what  a  degree  of  spiritual  exultancy  he  hath  attained  to, 
and  if  he  find  it  but  mean,  and  slight,  and  perfunctory,  let  him  somewhat  suspect,  that 
he  may  the  more  confirm  the  evidence  of  his  calling.  Now  this  spiritual  exutancy  of 
the  RBOBNBBATB  consists  both  in  a  solemn  humiliation  of  himsdf,  and  a  spiriiuai  re- 
jdcmg  in  CM  his  Saviour  ,*  both  expressed  in  Mary*s  magnificat,  where  she  specifies, 
in  the  midst  of  her  joy,  the  lowliness  of  his  handmaid,  and  in  St  Paul^i  victory-song 
over  death.  So  that  if  the  conversion  of  an  inordinate  sinner  be  not  aeeompanied 
with  unwonted  jojf  and  sorrow^  with  a  godly  sense  qf  his  past  distress,  and  a  ^odfy 
triumph  for  his  delivery  ;  if  it  be  not  followed  with  a  violent  eagerness  to  fasten  on 
Christ ;  fiyoally,  if  there  be  not  somewhat  above  ordinary  in  the  expression,  then  I 
counsel  not  to  distrust,  but  fear,  that  is,  with  a  solicitous,  not  suspicious  trembling,  to 
labour  to  nuike  this  calling  and  election  sure  ;  to  pray  to  that  Holy  Spirit  to  strilEc  our 
hearts  with  a  measure  qf  holy  joy  and  holy  sorrow,  some  way  proportionable  to  the  sijte 
qf  those  sins  whieh,  in  our  unrbgbnbracy,  reigned  in  us  ;  and  for  those  of  us  whom  our 
sins  have  separated  far  from  Him,  but  his  grace  hath  caUed  home  to  Him,  that  He  wiU 
not  suffer  us  to  be  content  with  a  distance,  but  draw  us  dose  unto  Himself,  make  us 
press  toward  Uie  mark,  and  fasten  ourselves  on  that  Saviour  which  hath  redeemed  us 
nom  the  body  and  guilt  of  this  so  great  death. *.Hammond*s  Works,  vol.  iv.  p.  684.** 
Eaftraots,4:o.,  pp.  17, 18.— En. 

9  His  Ilordsliip  refers  to  the  Traets  on  Beserve,  Nos.  80  and  87.  See  Chap.  XVII. 
^Eo. 

^  With  reference  to  the  application  of  the  term  ''Rite  ^  to  Baptism  and  the  Lord^s 
Supper,    BOO  note  6,  p.  360,  supra,^^Eu, 
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ScriptarB  of  any  second  remissioii,  oUiteration,  extinction  of  all  sin, 
suck  as  is  bestowed  on  ns  by  *'  the  one  Baptism  for  the  remission  of 
sins.*  ^*  ^*  The  fountain  has  been  indeed  opened  to  wash  away  sin 
and  undeanness,  but  we  dare  not  promise  them  a  second  time  the 
same  easy  access  to  it  which  they  once  had :  that  way  is  open  but 
once :  it  were  to  abuse  the  power  of  the  keys  entrusted  to  us,  again 
to  pretend  to  admit  them  thus ;  now  there  remains  only  *  the  bap- 
tism of  tears,*  a  baptism  obtained,  as  the  same  fathers  said,  with 
much  fasting,  and  with  many  prayers.^'-f-  Not  that  you  are  to  un- 
derstand that  even  by  that  process  the  sinner  can  attain  to  that 
peace  toitk  God^  through  our  Lord  Jems  Christy  which  the  Apostle 
describes  as  the  portion  of  those  who  arejtutified  by  Faith.  No,  as 
the  author  of  the  Tract  sets  forth  in  another  work,  |  "  there  are  but 
two  periods  of  absolute  cleansing :  Baptism  and  the  Day  of  Judg- 
ment.** In  the  former  we  are  "washed  once  for  all  in  Chri8t*s 
blood,  but  if  we  again  sin,  there  remaineth  no  more  such  complete 
ablution  in  this  life.  We  must  bear  the  scars  of  the  sins  which  we 
haye  contracted.     We  must  be  judged  according  to  our  deed8.**§ 

86.  There  are,  indeed,  in  Scripture  gracious  invitations  addressed 
by  Christ  Himself  to  all  who  are  weary  and  heavy  laden ;  and 
gracious  offers  of  rest  to  them  ;  and  large  and  precious  promises  to 
ALL  who  truly  turn  unto  Him ;  and  invitations  and  promises,  no 
less  fiill  and  free,  which  His  Apostles  afterwards  delivered  in  His 
name.  But  when  we  have  to  address  those  who  "  after  Baptism 
have  turned  away  from  God  ;'*  we  are  gravely  recommended  to 
consider  '^whether  we  have  any  right  at  once  to  appropriate  to 
them  the  gracious  words  with  which  our  Saviour  invited  those  who 
had  never  known  Him,  and  with  which,  through  his  Church,  He 
stiU  invites  his  true  disciples  to  the  participation  of  his  most 
precious  Body  and  Blood — *  Come  unto  me,  ye  that  labour  and  are 
heavy  laden.*||     Whether,  having  no  fresh  '  Baptism  for  the  re- 

*  Tmct,No.68,p.  64.  +  Ibid.  p.  50. 

t  I>r.  Pusey'to  Letter  to  the  Bishop  of  Oxford. 

§  Tract  NOb  68,  p.  S3.  St.  Paul  declares  that  "  We  must  all  stand  before  the 
judment-seat  of  Clirist ;  that  every  one  may  receive  the  things  done  in  his  body,  ao- 
oormng  to  that  he  hath  done,  whether  it  be  good  or  bad.**  And  there  are  very  many 
passages  whidi  testify  no  l^s  distinctly  that  this  judgment,  a  judnnent  according  to 
their  deeds,  awaits  all.  How  other  passages,  without  lowering  the  demands  of  the 
Divine  law,  enable  us  to  look  forward  to  such  a  judgment,  with  any  thine  short  of 
de^air,  it  is  unnecessary  here  to  enquire.  But  with  these  passages  in  the  Bible,  and 
indeed  in  the  memory  of  most  readers  of  the  Bible,  it  does  seem  very  strange  to  find 
this  condition  stated  as  the  fruit  of  a  certain  amount  of  post-baptismal  sin.  There  is 
no  di£Beulty  in  conceiving  the  theory  which  leads  to  the  statement :  but  I  find  it  hard 
to  conjecture  what  warrant  in  Scripture  it  is  supposed  to  have. 

11  It  seems  a  curious  example  of  unsteadiness  and  confusion,  that  the  invitation, 
which  is  treated  here  as  addressed  by  the  Church  in  Christ*8  name  to  his  true  disciples, 
and  as  not  to  be  addressed  to  those  who  after  Baptism  have  turned  away  from  God,  is 
Teprded  in  the  same  Author*B  letter  to  the  Bishop  of  Oxford,  as  addressed  by  her  to 
this  latter  class  of  sinners,  and  her  use  of  it  is  given  as  amon^  the  proofs  that  she  does 
not  pretend  to  absolve  them  abfrolutely,  and  has  no  commission  to  tell  them  that  their 
sins  are  blotted  out,  but  remits  them  to  Christ,  that  they  may  find  rest  for  their  souls, 
(p.  93.)  Still  later  the  writer  (in  his  letter  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  last  year) 
while  he  says,  *^  What  I  wrote,  I  hope  that  with  deepening  years  I  hold  mote  deeply,*^ 

2c2 
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mission  of  sin  '*  to  offer,  no  means  of  **  renewing  tbem  to  repentance,^ 
we  have  any  right  to  apply  to  them  the  words  which  the  Apostles 
used  in  inviting  men  for  the  first  time  into  the  ark  of  Christ/'* 
What  words  of  invitation  we  may  use  to  them  we  are  not  told ; 
bnt  we  are  told  what  it  is,  at  the  most  and  best,  that  tbey  can 
obtain  by  repentance, — ^that  it  is  "  a  sort  of  restoration  of  that  life 
[the  life  given  in  Baptism]  given  to  those  to  whom  it  is  given  by 
virtue  of  that  ordinance ;  a  restoration  of  a  certain  portion  of  their 
Baptismal  health.  It  is  not  the  new  birth  simply, — ^that  is  Bap- 
tism,— but  it  is  a  revival  in  a  measure^  of  that  life  ;  to  be  received 
gratefully,  as  a  renewal  of  a  portion  of  that  former  gift ;  to  be 
exulted  in,  because  it  is  life ;  but  to  be  received  and  guarded  with 
trembling,  because  it  is  the  renewal  of  what  had  been  forfeited ; 
not  to  be  boasted  of,  because  it  is  but  afirotgment  of  an  inheritance, 
^  wasted  in  riotous  living.^ " 

aeknowledgea  that  his  '^  etatement  was  imperfect,  u  making  no  mention  of  the  healing 
and  comforting  power  of  Abaolntiony  or  the  pardoning  grace  of  the  Holy  Eucharist^ 
p.  92.  And  in  a  note  he  refers  with  much  approbation  to  a  work  which  aeema  to  differ 
from  his  own  chiefly  in  the  extent  to  which  it  insists  upon  a  course  of  ecclesiastical 
discipline,  ending  in  niinisterial  Absolution,  as  the  divinelv-appointed  way  for  the 
recoYery  of  fallen  Christians.  He  speaks  of  it  as ''  a  ver^  solemn  sermon  on  the  same 
aubject  recently  published ;  '  Evangelical  Repentance^*  with  an  Appendix,  by  the  Rev. 
C.  Wordsworth,  in  which  he  considers  all  the  texts  which  speak  of  repentance,  and 
refers  to  modem  writers  also  f*  and  he  adds,  ^*  Its  tone  makes  it  one  oi  the  cheering 
signs  of  the  times.**  Mr.  Wordsworth*^  view  seems  to  be,  that,  though,  **  doubtless,  it 
IS  possible  to  find  passages  in  the  New  Testament  which  extend  the  application  of  the 
word  in  question  (repentance)  so  as  to  cover  the  commission  even  of  oeiEkdly  sin  ...  . 
yet  that  whether  or  no  Re|]«ntance,  when  so  etetended^  may  not  imply  m  every  cate  the 

nirther  notion  of  ecclesiastical  penance. This,  as  it  is  a  point  of  most  serious 

and  awfiil  concern,  so  it  is  not  perhaps  very  easy  to  determine  ;**  [i.  «.  as  he  is  caielul 
to  inform  us  in  a  note,  oui  tf  Scripture  iu4fi  because  as  to  the  practical  determination 
of  it  by  the  primitive  Churdi,  there  is,  he  says,  by  no  means  the  same  room  for  doubt.] 
pp.  12,  13.  And  he  asks,  *^  Are  we  justified  in  teaching  that  which  is  so  fiur  doubtfully 
and  scantly  written—.!  speak  advisedly,  whit^  it  tcantly  written — as  if  it  were  em- 
blazoned in  the  brightest  and  boldest  characters,  and  to  be  read  In  every  page  ?**  p.  14. 

"      of  r 


primitive  Church,  **  that  the  safe  and  divinely-appointed  way  for  the  recovery  of  fiJlen 
Christians  would  seem  to  be  b v  eccleaastical  discipline  ending  in  ministerial  abso- 
lution.**   And  this  extends  to  all  grievous  sin,  secret  as  well  as  open.  For  Mr.  Pafaner^s 


And^  he  concludes  both  from  the  testimony  of  Scripture  and  the  practice  of  the 
i_'-l!      i^i-      I-  **^i-_x  xi.       #       J  j!_.     .    j^ppQin^  ,^y  fQ,  iii^  recovery  of  fiJlen 

discipline  ending  in  ministerial  abso- 
,  leeret  as  well  as  open.  For  Mr.  Pafaner^ 
statement,  which  seems  to  confine  such  public  penance  to  **  the  case  of  sins  which  were 
public,  and  caused  scandal,**  does  not  satisfy  him.  Mr.  Palmer  asserts,  that  *^  it  was 
generally  taught  that  confession  of  secret  sins  to  Ood  with  a  truly  contrite  heart,  and 
changed  life,  was  sufficient  to  obtain  remission  of  sms.**  But  Mr.  Wordsworth  gives 
a  note  on  this  pasnffe,  (which  he  quotes,)  ''the  reader  who  pays  attention  to  the  fol- 
lowing extracts,  will  see  much  reason  to  question  this  assertion.  Indeed  it  is,  I  think, 
very  ^ueetionable.^^  (App.  p.  3.)  And  he  infers  ''that  the  absence  of  any  sudi  disci- 
pline m  effect  and  practice  among  ourselves  ought  to  make  us  cautious  in  preaching  the 
momentous  doctrines,  and  in  describing  the  true  measures  of  sin  and  Repentanoa.*' 
But  this  seems  too  soft  an  enunciation  of  the  conclusion  to  whidi  the  premises  lead. 
For  if  "  ecclesiastical  discipline  ending  in  ministerial  absolution,**  be  ine  dtvittely-ap* 
pointed  mode^  not  merely  of  reconciling  sinners  to  the  Church,  but  of  obtaining  for 
them  remission  of  sins,  we  ought  to  be  very  explicit  in  warning  sinners,  that  they  an 
not  to  expect  Divine  forgiveness  in  any  other  way,  or  on  any  other  tenna.     How 
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clear  against  this  grievous  error  of  makimr  it  necessary  to  the  i 
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87.  Oertainlj  if  this  were  the  message  which  you  have  to  deliver, 
it  were  of  less  importance  that  70a  should  be  persuaded  to  reserve 
it.  But,  blessed  be  God !  it  is  not.  And  if  the  writer  of  the 
Tract  had  paused  to  remember  the  whole  of  the  passage  from 
which  he  takes  the  last  words  that  I  have  quoted  from  him,  one 
might  hope  that  he  would  haye  been  preserred  from  the  very 
unscriptural  limitations  of  God^s  mercy  to  repentant  sinners  into 
which  he  has  been  led  by  his  own  tbeories,  and  by  the  authority  of 
some  of  the  Fathers.*  For  the  prodigal  in  the  memorable  parable 
from  which  these  words  are  taken,  was  a  Son  :  and  he  had  tocuted 
Me  eubetanee  with  riotaue  living ;  and  yet  when  he  came  to  himself, 
and  returned  to  his  father,  we  know  how  he  was  received ;  that 
though  all  that  he  sued  for,  and  thought  himself  worthy  of,  was  the 
place  of  a  servant^  his  father  did  not  ratify  the  sentence  of  his  self- 
abasement,  but  opened  his  heart,  and  his  arms,  and  his  house  to 
him  as  his  Son,  and  commanded  his  whole  household  to  rejoice^ 
because  hie  Son  who  had  been  dead^  woe  alive  again ;  because  he  who 
had  been  loat^  was  fowhd.  And  in  one  of  the  parables  delivered  in 
the  same  connection,  your  Master  not  only  encourages  you,  if  you 
lose  one  of  the  sheep  intrusted  to  your  care,  to  go  after  that  which 
is  lost  until  you  find  it, — yea,  to  seek  it  with  a  solicitude  which 
may  for  the  time  banish  from  your  thoughts  the  part  of  your 
charge  which  is  safe — but  allows  you  too,  when  you  have  brought 
the  wanderer  back,  to  rejoice  over  him  ;  and  gives  you  the  happy 
assurance  that  the  angels  of  God  are  sharing  in  your  joy.  You 
will  hardly  require  a  more  express  warrant  for  proclaiming  to  all 
sinners,  that,  if  they  will  turn  and  repent,  their  Heavenly  Father  ia 

*  In  fact,  whatever  eolonr  of  Senptonl  proof  there  may  be  for  exdading  abeolately 
from  pardon  tboee  who  have  fallen  nom  gnce,  it  is  presumed  that  for  this  notion,  that 
they  are  half  foi^ven  or  half  restored,  there  is  no  snadow  of  foundation  in  Seripture, 
The  following  is  the  way  in  which  the  Parables  in  Luke  xv.  are  treated  by  Mr.  Words- 
worth, in  the  Appendix  to  his  Sennon  on  Evangelical  Repentance.  He  gives  a  sy* 
nopflis  of  the  texts  quoted  by  the  various  commentators  on  our  Articles  in  support  of 


goodness; 

God'ii  meicy  and  soodness  ;  with  tmrnediaU  reference  to  the  oonveraion  of  the  Gentiles, 
and  to  the  uncharitable  conduct  of  the  Pharisees  and  Scribes  towards  the  Publicans.** 
Few  will  question  that  these  parables  are  ^  indikca^ve  of  God'k  meroy  and  jpoodness.** 
But  I  can  hardly  think  that  there  are  many  who  vnU  regard  this  as  a  full  or  fiur 
aeeoont  of  their  bearing  upon  the  question  of  the  pUtce  for  fors^nenen^  which  is,  accord- 
ing to  Soipture,  to  be  allowed  to  such  as  fall  into  sin  after  Baptism,  and  trul^  repent 
thereof.  One  would  have  thought,  indeed,  that  it  was  hard  to  avoid  noticing,  as 
affeefcing  their  bearing  on  thk  particular  question,  that  it  is  a  sheep  of  the  man'e  flock 
which  ffoes  astray  ;  a  part  of  tiie  treasure  of  the  woman  of  the  bouse  which  is  lost;  a 
son  of  uie  master  of  the  family  that  wanders  away.  And  that  in  each  case,  when  thai 
which  was  lost  is  found,  it  is  restored  to  its  former  place  with  rejoicing.  And  that  our 
Church  takes  this  view  of  the  special  force  of  the  Parable  of  the  Promgal  Son,  is  very 
eleariy  stated  in  the  Homily  on  Repentance,  Part  1.  ''  Whereby  [by  Joel  ii.]  we  are 
admonished  that  Repentance  is  never  too  late,  so  that  it  be  true  and  earnest.  For,  sith 
that  God  in  the  Scriptures  will  be  called  our  Father,  doubtless  he  doth  follow  the 
nature  and  propertv  01  gentle  and  merciful  fathers,  which  seek  nothing  so  much  as  the 
returning  again  ana  amendment  of  their  children :  as  Christ  doth  abundantly  teach  ia 
the  Fana>le  of  the  Prodigal  Son.** 
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williDg  to  receive  them,  to  heal  their  hachlidinge^  to  love  them/reeiy^ 
to  restore  them  to  the  place  and  the  privileges  of  his  children. 
And  I  tmst  you  will  require  something  more  than  any  theories, 
ancient  or  modem,  about  the  nature  of  post-baptismal  sin,  to 
warrant  you  inputting  any  limitations  upon  the  mercy  and  Jove  of 
our  Heavenly  Father  to  every  sinner  that  repenieth^  thus  solemnly 
and  affectingly  declared  by  Christ  Himself.* 

88.  I  trust  you  are  in  little  danger  of  being  beguiled  by  any  such 
presumptuous  speculations  into  exchauffing  the  large  commission 
which  you  have  received  from  your  Divme  Master,  ror  one  framed 
more  in  accordance  with  the  narrow  mind  and  narrow  heart  of 
man.  And  I  willingly  excuse  myself  and  you  the  task  of  a  de- 
tailed examination  of  the  arbitrary  sophistry,  by  which  the  testi- 
mony of  Scripture  against  these  human  limitations  of  the  ministry 
of  reconciliation  is  silenced  or  perverted.a    I  will  only  remind  you 

a  It  must  be  a  BtarUing  thing  to  one  to  whom  this  sjrstem  is  new,  to  find 
how  much  of  God's  word, — and  how  much  of  that  most  interesting  part  of  his 
word,  that  which  exhibits  Him  in  relation  to  sinners,— it  rejects  as  inappli- 
cable to  sinners  in  the  Christian  Church.  All  that  is  addressed  to  Clod's  rebel- 
lious and  backsliding  children  in  the  Old  Testament ;  all  the  expostulations, 
and  the  invitations,  and  the  promises  delivered  to  them  in  his  name,  are  set 
aside  from  our  use  :  they  were  addressed  indeed  to  his  children,  but  they  were 
not  Regenerate  children.  All  the  Lord's  gracious  declarations  recorded  in  the 
New  Testament,  of  God's  mercy  to  sinners,  and  of  his  readiness  to  receive 
them  and  pardon  them,— all  his  own  invitations  and  pleadings,  and  promises, 
even  the  great  and  precious  promise.  Him  that  oometh  to  me  I  will  in  no  wiee 
east  on/,— «11  were  still  addressed  to  Jews,  and  cannot  be  transferred  to  the 
rery  different  state  of  those  who  have  been  baptized,  and  have  fiedlen  into  deadly 
sin.  The  whole  scheme  of  Justification  by  Faith,  as  explained,  illustrated, 
guarded,  and  supported  in  the  Epistles,  is  in  the  same  wav  rendered  useless  to 
the  Christian  Church,  excejpt  in  her  missions  among  the  Heathen.  And  in  the 
same  way,  too,  the  consolation  of  the  exam^es  of  this  free  mercy  which  are 
recorded  in  the  Bible,  is  taken  from  us.    Do  we  turn  to  David's  aggravated 

*  The  Lord  Himself  very  solemzdy  and  distinctly  cats  off  one  dass  of  sinners  abso- 
lutely from  hopes  of  Divine  mercy.  But  this  is  not  even  of  the  nature  of  an  exception 
to  wbat  is  elsewhere  said  of  God^  readiness  to  receive  and  forgive  every  repentant 
sinner^  if,  as  appears  from  the  narticular  case  which  draws  these  awful  words  from 
Him,  the  irremiasible  sin  of  which  He  speaks,  is  one,  which,  from  its  nature,  shuts  the 
sinner  out  from  Repentance.  But  it  is  unneoeisaiv  to  consider  this,  as  no  attempt  is, 
or  iodeed  from  the  nature  of  the  case  could  be,  made,  to  found  any  of  the  limitations  to 
the  offers  of  Divine  mercy,  upon  this  passage.  The  passage  in  Heb.  vL,  also  a  very 
awfol  one,  is  resorted  to  in  the  case ;  but  it  is  explained  by  a  great  majoritv  of  com- 
mentators, of  widely  different  doctrinal  views,  of  such  a  renunciation  of  the  Faith  as  is 
identical  with,  or  rather  falls  under,  the  sin  against  the  Holy  Ghost  Other  expositions 
of  the  passa^,  which  would  make  it  equallv  inapplicable,  we  need  not  notice,  because 
this  IB  the  view  of  its  meanine  on  whicn  it  is  set  aside  in  tiie  argument  on  this  Sixteenth 
Artide  by  our  Church,  in  &e  Homily  on  Repentance :  ^<  And  that  they  [the  No- 
vatians]  may  give  the  better  colour  unto  their  pestilent  and  pernicious  error,  they  do 
commonly  bring  in  the  sixth  and  tenth  chapters  of  the  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews,  and  the 
second  chapter  of  the  Second  Epistie  of  Peter ;  not  considering  that  in  those  places 
the  holy  Aposties  do  not  speak  of  the  daily  falls  that  we,  as  long  as  we  carry  about  this 
body  of  sin,  are  subject  unto ;  but  of  the  final  falling  away  from  Christ  and  his 
Gospel,  which  is  a  sin  against  the  Holy  Ghost,  that  shall  never  be  forgiven,  because 
that  they  do  utterly  fontake  the  known  truth,  do  hate  Christ  and  his  word,  they  do 
crucify  and  mock  him,  but  to  their  utter  destruction^  and  therefore  fall  into  utter 
desperation,  and  cannot  repent.** 
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how  carefdl  our  Church  has  been  to  shew  herself  guiltless  m  this 
matter.   First,  the  Sixteenth  Article  fairly  interpreted,  would  seem 

rin,  and  to  God's  promi|t  and  gracious  fomyenesB  of  it  ?  We  are  reminded 
that  Dayid  was  not  baptized.  To  Peter  s  mameful  fall,  and  mercifol  restora- 
tion ?    He  was  not  JRegenerate.    And  so  on. 

Bnt  why  should  our  Regeneration  prerent  the  application  tons  of  the  general 
inyitations  to  all  sinners  to  return  and  to  repent,  which  are  to  be  met  with  in 
God's  word  every  where ;  founded  as  they  are  upon  the  most  general  decla- 
rations  of  God's  readiness  to  shew  mercy  to  j^ll  sinners,  and  upon  the  testimony 
that  Christ's  blood  deanseth  from  all  sin?  It  would  seem  not  merely  a 
happier,  but  a  truer  yiew  of  the  relation  into  which  we  are  brought  by  Baptism, 
to  regaid  it  as  securing  to  us  6y  woenarU  that  mercy,  which,  when  declared  ani 
promised  to  those  imder  the  Law,  wore  somewhat  tiie  air  of  what  was  extra- 
ordinary^  and,  if  one  may  use  such  a  word  without  fear  of  being  mistaken, 
irreffuktry  as  regarded  the  dispensation  under  whidi  it  was  promulgated.  I  do 
not  mean  to  say,  that  the  New  Corenant  did  not  do  a  spreat  deal  more  for  us 
than  this^  but  that  it  did  this.  But  we  need  not  argue  tnat  such  was  its  effect 
All  that  we  need  say  is, — ^what  every  one  who  entertains  any  thing  like  due 
reyerence  for  Scripture,  must  feel  to  be  true— that  we  are  not  at  liberty  to 
admit  that  it  had,  and  to  such  an  extent,  the  efiect  of  rendering  inapplicable  to 
ns,  so  much  of  Scripture  which  is  conceived  in  the  most  general  form,  unless 
there  be  some  eznreas  authority  from  Scripture  to  shew  that  we  are  not  to 
make  such  an  application  of  it.  Is  there  any  such  authority  ?  any  declaration 
in  God's  Word  that  these  parts  of  it  do  not  so  apply  ?  any  warning  against  so 
applying  them  to  others  or  ourselves?  No  :  it  is  not  proposed  to  justify  the 
limitation  by  Scripture  authority,  but  by  reasoning.  These  passages  were 
actually  addressed  to  those  who  did  not  possess  the  peculiar  pnvileffes  and  the 
special  grace  which  we  enjoy,  as  Members  of  the  Cnristian  Church.  And  if, 
having  received  this  grace,  we  fall  from  it  into  deadly  sin,  our  guilt  is  far  more 
ffrievous.  And  we  have  no  right  to  transfer  to  ourselves  God's  dealings,  or  his 
UmguaM  towards  those  in  ^om  sin  was  so  widely  different,— evincing  so 
mnch  kss  depravity,  and  power  of  evil  in  the  heart 

This  seems  the  amount  of  the  reasoning  by  which  this  setting  aside  of  the 
declarations  and  invitations  and  promises  of  Scripture,  is  justified !  But  I 
cannot  think  that  it  does  any  thing  to  relieve  the  procedure  from  the  charge  of 
great  and  indeed  awful  presumption.  And  I  am  very  sure  that  if  the  plain 
and  natural  meaning  of  any  portion  of  Scripture  which  did  not  in  the  same 
way  oppose  these  men's  theories,  were  set  aside  upon  such  reasoning,  or  better, 
they  would  not  be  slow  to  bestow  very  frank  censure  upon  such  a  mode  ot 
desJing  with  Revelation. 

But  indeed,  supposing  it  to  be  right  to  settle  such  a  point  in  that  way.  the 
reasoning  seems  strangely  weak  and  unsatisfactory.  We  can  be  very  sure — 
Scripture  and  reason  combine  to  assure  us — ^that  the  guilt  of  sin  is  greater  in 
the  degree  in  which  the  light  enjoyed  by  the  sinner,  and  the  nace  bestowed 
upon  him,  are  greater.  But  Goa  s  declarations  of  mercy  in  Christ  Jesus  are 
nuide  exprcMBsly  concerning  ail  sin,— not  small  or  slight  sins,— but  att  sin.  His 
invitations  are  in  words  addressed,- not  to  sinners  before  Baptism— but  to  all 
sinners;  and  they  are  limited  by  no  condition,  except  that  they  shall  repent^ 
and  believe  in  the  Saviour,  whose  Uood  cleanseth/ram  all  bin.  And  what  right 
have  we  to  determine,  that  deadly  sin  in  a  baptised  sinner  is  not  within  the 
scope  of  such  declarations,  and  that  a  baptized  sinner  is  beyond  the  reach  of 
those  invitations?  What  is  meant  by  such  an  assertion?  Is  it  meant  that 
such  sin  is  of  too  deep  guilt  for  the  blood  of  Christ  to  wash  away,  and  for  the 
mercy  of  Grod  in  Christ  to  foigive  ?  No,  it  will  be  said,  that  la  not  meant. 
What  is  meant  is,  that  this  sin,  which  it  is  confessed  evinces  deeper  depravity 
in  the  sinner,  than  the  same  sin  committed  by  one  to  whom  such  grace  was  not 
imparted,  diews  also  a  state  which  makes  it  harder  for  the  sLoner  to  repent; 
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to  express  her  principles  with  sufficient  distinctness  upon  the  ques- 
tion.    "  Not  eyery  deadly  sin*  willingly  committed  after  Baptism, 


and  mote  unlikely  that  he  will  repent.  Be  it  bo.  But  what  has  this  to  do 
with  the  question  upon  which  we  are  at  present  ?  How  does  this  furnish  any 
proof  of  the  principle,  that  the  passages  of  Holy  Scripture  referred  to  do  not 
apply  to  their  case  f  The  declarations  and  invitations  and  promises  of  which  I 
speak,  say  nothing,  and  intimate  nothing,  of  the  ease  or  difficulty  with  which 
different  sinners  repent.  From  the  nature  of  the  case,  that  must  be  reiy  differ- 
ent in  different  instances.  They  say  nothing  of  the  likelihood  or  unliKelihood 
of  their  repentance.  According  to  human  calculation,  i^  varies  in  the  same 
way.  The  passages  of  Scripture  to  which  I  refer,  do  not  touch  upon  this. 
They  invite  all  sinners  to  repent ;  they  declare  that  God  is  ready  to  receive  all 
sinners  who  do  repent;  and  they  promise  to  all  who  repent,  free  pardon  and 
full  acceptance  for  Clurist's  sake.  What  right  have  we  to  say,  that  these 
precious  promises  of  the  word  of  God  do  not  apply  to  a  certain  class  of  sinners^ 
because  we  think  from  their  circumstances  it  is  unlikely  they  will  repent  f 
The  blessings  of  reconciliation  offered,  will  not  be  theirs  until  they  repent.  By 
the  very  terms  of  the  offBis  and  promises,  none  of  those  blessings  will  be  theirs 
if  they  do  not  repent.  It  is  only  if  they  do,  and  when  they  do,  that  those 
blessings  are  to  be  theirs.  How  can  it  be  thought  then,  that  the  difficulty  of 
their  repenting,  or  its  unlikelihood,  forbids  the  application  of  these  passages  of 
Scripture  to  them  ? 

mw  beyond  these  two  effects  of  the  ffnuce  and  privileges  of  the  Christian,  it 
is  not  easy  to  understand  any  others,  which  have  anv  apparent  application  in 
this  case.  They,  upon  common  and  admitted  principles,  aggravate  the  guilt  of 
his  on,— make  the  same  sin  ffreater  in  him  than  it  woula  be  in  one  to  whom 
they  were  not  j;iven ;— and  Siey,  in  the  degree  in  which  they  make  his  sin 
greater,  make  his  Repentance  haider.f  But  I  suppose  that  I  have  shewn,  that 
neither  of  these  effects  is  any  warrant  for  denying  that  the  portions  of  Scripture 
to  which  I  have  referred,  apply  to  Christians,  no  less  than  to  those  to  whom 
they  were  first  addressed. 

On  the  part  of  some  who  denv  the  applicability  of  such  portions  of  Scrip- 
ture to  sinners  after  Baptism,  it  nas  been  declared,  with  some  solicitude,  that 
they  do  not  therefore  mean  to  deny,  that  such  persons  will  be  foigiven  upon 

*  It  can  hardly  be  necessary  to  vindicate  our  Church*  from  the  imputation  of  adopting 
with  this  word,  the  false  and  dangerous  error  with  respect  to  the  true  nature  of  sin, 
upon  which  the  distinction  of  it  into  mortal  and  venial  is  founded.  But  as  the  language 
used  about  the  Article  seems  so  often  to  countenance  or  awume  this  false  principle,  it 
cannot  be  out  of  place  to  give  the  grave  caution  of  the  Bishop  of  Exeter  aeainst  it. 
''  Nor  may  we  fomt  the  tendency  of  such  language  to  enooumge  the  pernicious  and 
perilous  habit  of  mstin^^uishing  between  such  sms  as  may  destroy  our  state  of  giaoe, 
and  such  as  we  may  think  still  leave  that  state  seeure.  Let  it  never  be  absent  from  our 
minds,  that  everv  wilAil  sin  is  deadly ;  and  let  us  beware  of  hardening  our  own  hearts^ 
and  eorrupting  the  hearts  of  our  brethren,  by  whispering  to  ourselves  or  them  whieh 
sin  is  more  or  less  deadly  than  others.  That  which  we  may  deem  the  least,  will  be 
deadly  enough,  if  unrepented,  to  work  our  perdition:  tiiose  which  we  deem  die  most 
deadly  will,  if  repented,  have  been  thoroughly  washed  away  in  the  Blood  of  our 
Redeemer.**— C^ar^tf,  1839,  p.  33. 

f  /.  €.  Considering  only  sm  and  its  natural  effect  in  hardening  the  heart,  and  ren- 
dering sinners  impemtent,  just  in  the  dMnree  which  it  is  heinous,  and  not  eontidering 
the  power  of  the  Sriarr  in  me  Christian  Church,  to  restore  as  well  as  to  sustain ;  or 
the  advocacy  of  Him  who  is  the  propUiaHon  far  au/r  fifw,  and  our  Advocate  with  the 
Father  when  we  ein. 


5  See  extract  from  Mr.  Waeu^s  edition  of  Mr.  Richards*  "moet  audaeiaue*'  Cate- 
ohiam.    Note  9,  p.  382,  eupra, — £9. 
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is  sin  against  the  Holy  Ghost,  and  unpardonable.     Wherefore  the 
grant  of  repentance*  is  not  to  be  denied  to  such  as  fall  into  sin 

sinceie  repentance.f    Thal^  on  the  contrary,  tbej  feel  asBored  of  the  efficacy 
of  sincere  Mepentanoe^  even  in  the  case  of  '^  tlie  most  presamptuoiiB  and  grieyons 

*  These  words,  which  seem  yery  pUun,  haye  given  oocasion  to  a  yery  earioiia  doM. 
Beferring  to  them,  Mr.  Wordaworth  writes,  **  Is  there  then  no  cause  to  fear— I  ask 
fearfully,  and  with  all  due  deference  and  humility — lest  we  he  oondenmed  out  of  our 
own  mouth?  May  it  not  be  8aid-.juid  not  indeed  without  reason*— that  we  ourselrea 
do  in  a  manner  deny  the  piaee  of  forsiveness,  which  we  have  so  long  discontinued  ? 
Where  are  now  appointed  stations  of  ^the  mourners,*  or  of  *  the  prostrate  ?*  Where 
is  now  'the  rod  of  discipline,  the  robe  of  shame  ?*  *^— According  to  this  most  extraor- 
dinary perversion  of  the  Article,  it  is  not  intended  to  blame  me  unscriptural  ricour 
which  pronounces  deadly  sin  after  Baptism  to  be  irremissible,  but  the  unprimitiye 
laxity  which  does  not  assi^pi  a  (Ustinct  plaee  in  the  Church  (separate  from  that  of  the 
faithful  worshipper,  and  with  suitable  accompaniments  of  shame  and  suffering)  to  those 
who  haye  been  guilty  of  such  sin!  And  in  an  explanatoiy  note  (which  to  most 
readers  will  appear  very  necessary)  he  refers  to  Dr.  Hey  on  the  Aiiicles,  (yol.  lii 

S.  455.)  Dr.  H.  finds  that  in  1652,  loctu  parUtentusy  in  the  Latin  Article,  was  ren- 
ered  in  the  English,  by  the  piacefor  penitents  ;  and  that  in  1571,  the  Latin  being  still 
the  same,  the  English  was,  the  grant  of  Repentance^  and  hence  he  infers  that ''  the 
grant  ^f  Repentance  must  mean  the  tame  mth  (he  place  for  penitents  ;  otherwise  they 
could  not  both  be  English  for  the  same  Latin.**  He  adds,  *'  The  meanii^then  seems  to 
he,  that  heinous  offenders  may  be  permitted  to  have  some  place  in  the  Church,  not  the 
place  of  such  as  are  at  peace  with  discipline,  and  under  no  censure,  but  that  of  tiiose 
who  haye  been  in  some  way  degraded,  and  are  labouring  to  recoyer  their  former 
station.**  Upon  this  Mr.  Wordsworth  sa;j^,  *'  This  ai:^ument,  thovgh  not  perhaps  quite 
conclusive,  is  confirmed  b^  the  statement  in  the  Homilv  referred  to  aboye,*'  («.  «.,  the 
Homily  for  Whitsunday,  in  which  one  of  the  notes  of  the  true  Church  is  said  to  be 
'  the  right  use  of  Ecclesiastical  Discipline.*)— It  seems  strange  that  Dr.  Hey,  haying 
taken  to  much  pains  to  put  himself  wrong,  should  not  haye  taken  the  yery  little  more 
which  would  haye  set  him  right.  In  1552,  in  Article  XVI.,  (Latin)  we  have  loeus 
prnnUentUf  twice,  meaning  in  both  places  eyidently  the  same  thing  ;  and  accordingly  in 
both  it  is  in  the  English  rendered  by  the  piacefor  penitents,  as  Dr.  Hey  notices.  It  is 
not  easy  to  belieye  tlut,eyenthen,thouffh  an  expression  is  used  which  might  suggest  a  dif- 
ferent purpose,  the  Article  had  any  other  object  than  to  condemn  the  grieyous  error  by 
which  the  general  declarations  of  God*s  mercy  to  repentant  sinners  were  unscripturally 
limited,  in  the  case  of  the  baptized,  to  what  were  styled  venial  sins.  But  be  this  as  it 
may,  it  is  yery  clear  that  in  the  subsequent  revisions  very  special  pains  were  taken  to 
fix  this  to  be  the  true  meaning  of  the  Article.  In  1562,  the  Latin  still  remaining  the 
same,  the  words  where  the^  first  occur  in  the  Article,  are  rendered  by  t/te  place  for 
psNrrBNcs,  a  sufficiently  siniificant  alteration  in  itself.  But  still  more  distinctly, 
where  they  occur  again,  the  English  is,  the  place  cf  forgevenes.  In  1571,  the  deyiation 
is  still  wider,  it  is  the  graunte  qf  ReperUaunce  in  the  first  place,  and  the  place  qf  forgeve- 
nesse,  in  the  second.  Nor  is  this  all,  for  the  Latin  was  altered  this  year  for  the  first 
time  ;  the  first  hcus  pcmitentia  being  suffered  to  stand,  but  the  second  being  changed 
to  locus  venics.  It  does  not  appear  easily  how  it  could  haye  been  more  distinctly 
declared  that  locus  ptmitentia  does  not  mean  the  place  for  penitents,  in  the  sense 
assigned  to  the  words  by  Dr.  Hey  and  Mr.  Wordsworth. 

t  This  is  Mr.  Wordsworth*s  declaration  upon  the  point : — *'  My  brethren,  let  me 
not  be  understood  for  a  moment  to  doubt  the  efficacy  of  sincere  Repentance  (so  to  call 
it)  in  the  case  eyen  of  the  most  grievous  and  presumptuous  sins.**— ^S^rmon,  p.  20.  In 
a  note  he  gives  the  reason  for  the  qualifying  parenthesis  ^(so  to  call  it)  :**  "  Epiphanins 
(Adv.  Haer.  lix.  sect  i.)  declines  to  call  it  by  the  same  name,  even  when  he  is  argnine 
against  the  Cathari.  Kol  ^  fihy  reXtia  fitrdufota  if  Xjnrrp^  rvyx^^t'  cl  94  ru  itapf' 
«c<r«if,  obK  &WAA€t  rovToy  4  ^7^  'rov  Ocov  *EinrA)}(r(a*  iAwri  yitp  r^y  iwdn^oy  jcol 
fMTh  liiy  /jterdvouuf  rV  ftcro^^Aciay.**  [Mr.  W.*s  opinion  of  this  distinction  was  given 
in  such  terms,  earlier  in  his  Sermon,  as  would  haye  made  it  yery  unlikely  that  be  was 
so  soon  to  avail  himself  of  it.  ^  ii€ra»o4m,  fArrdyout  fArrciUXoftM  {fUTafi4\€uu) 
Critics  have  attempted  to  draw  distinctions  between  the  meaning  of  the  two  words ; 
hut,  apparently,  on  insufficient  grounds.**] 

Beeiaes  this,  in  vindication  of  the  doubt,  whether  what  the  author  bo  earnestly 
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[u  e.  (as  is  evident  from  the  connection)  tAaugh  it  he  deadly  and 
teiUinffly  committed^]  after  Baptism.    After  we  have  received  the 

sms."  Bat  this  gives  rise  to  the  question,  what  right  have  ihey  to  entertain 
such  confidence  ?  Upon  what  Scriptural  grounds  does  it  rest?  And  I  believe 
that  if  they  consider  this  question,  they  will  be  obliged  to  acknowledge,  that 
they  have  no  grounds  in  Scripture  for  feeling  thus  assured  that  grievous  sin 
after  Baptism  will  be  forgiven,  upon  sincere  Kepentance,  except  those  very 
passages  of  Scripture  wmch  promise  foigiveness  to  all  repentant  Hnners ; 
that  IB,  the  very  passages  whicn  they  have  refused  to  apply  to  sinners  after 
Baptism.  I  beueve  that  to  vindicate  their  confidence  that  these  sinners  will 
be  forgiven  if  they  repent,  they  must  come  back  to  the  very  passages  which 
they  denied  to  be  apphcable  to  the  case  of  such  sinners ! 

£ut  it  wiU  be  said,  perhaps,  that,  though  it  is  said  that  these  passages  do  not 
apply  to  sinners  after  Baptism,  yet  what  is  really  meant  is,  that  they  do  not 
apply  in  the  same  way  and  sense  to  sinners  before  and  after  Baptism ;  and 
that,  in  particular,  Repentafice  in  the  case  of  the  latter  includes  ditcipRne ; 
that  is  to  say,  penance  inflicted  by  the  authority  of  the  Church.  This  seems, 
in  substance,  the  modification  of  Dr.  Pusey's  view  of  sin  after  Baptism,  whicli 
was  proposed  by  Mr.  Wordsworth,  (in  a  Sermon  referred  to  Par.  86,  note,)  and 
apparently  adopted  by  Dr.  Pusey  as  a  necessary  mitigation  of  his  Doctrine  as 
originally  proposed.  Dr.  P.  had  laid  down  (as  stated  in  the  Chaige),  that  no 
one  who  had  ndlen  after  Baptism  into  grievous  sin,  could  arrive  at  any  happy 
confidence  of  his  foigiveness;  that  there  are  but  two  periods  of  plenary 
cleansinff  made  known  to  us  in  the  Bible— Baptism  and  the  Day  of  Judgment. 
One  of  mese  is  past  with  the  sinners  in  question,  who  have,  therefore,  doomed 
themselves  to  an  uncertainty  about  their  state  before  God,  which  there  are  no 
means  of  removing  until  the  second  period  arrives.  From  this  view  of  the 
Gospel,  which  womd  brand,  as  presumption  and  delusion,  the  peace,  and  hope, 
and  joy  in  believing,  which  in  life  ana  in  death  had  been  the  portion  of  those 
departed  members  of  the  Church  who  had  been  broup:ht,  by  God's  grace,  from 
sin  to  holiness,  and  from  practical  unbelief  to  true  faith ;  which  would  banish 

declares  that  he  believes  to  be  efficaeiouB,  m  the  ease  even  of  the  meetgriewnu  and  pre- 
tumptuoui  Hns,  ouffht  to  be  called  Repentance  or  not,  he  gives  two  other  extracts :  one 
18  from  Clement  of  Alexandria^  who  says,  that  often  to  ssk  pardon  for  offences  often 
repeated,  is  not  furiyoia  but  B6iai<rtt  fjierayoias,  which  is  only  expressing  a  natural 
doubt  whether  a  man  who  goes  on  professing  to  repent,  while  he  goes  on  sinning  still 
again  and  again,  can  be  sinoere  in  his  profession;  a  point  which  has  evidently 
nothing  to  do  witii  the  question,  whether,  if  he  were  sinoere  in  his  profession,  hie  eiaie 
qfmind  oug^ht  to  be  called  Repentance  or  not ;  the  other  is  fiwm  Hennas,  who  tells  his 
celestial  guide  that  he  has  heard  that  when  a  man  once  has  become  a  believeri  he 
thenceforth  has  no  more  Repentance  for  his  sins :  '*  £t  ait  mihi :  reote  audisti.  .  . 
Qui  enim  jam  crediderunt,  aut  qui  credituri  sunt,  panitenHam  peooatorum  non  habent. 
Bed  remiseionemJ*'*  I  do  not  know  what  value  will  be  assigned  to  Ihese  passages  by  any 
readers ;  but  I  suppose  there  are  none  who  would  not  feel  that  to  justify  his  hesi- 
tation to  give  the  name  of  Repentance  to  a  state  of  mind  which  has  all  the  character- 
istics of  what  ScRiPTURX  calls  Repentance,  the  writer  should  have  had  soDo^ihuigy 
which,  at  least,  he  regarded  as  Scriptural  authority  for  his  scruples.  And  moreover, 
most  persons  would  require  that  there  should  be  some  Scriptural  authority  for  the 
further  point,  that  though  these  scruples  be  well  founded,  and  though,  theirsfoie,  the 
name  of  Repentance  cannot  be  properly  bestowed  upon  any  state  of  mind  of  a  sinner 
after  Baptism,  he  may  yet  be  saved ;  for  one  whe  has  learned  firom  Scripture,  that  it  is 
only  through  Repentance  that  a  sinner  can  escape  the  wages  of  sin,  will  hanlly  be 
convinced  that  tnoee  who  fall  into  sin  after  Baptism  cannot  repent,  but  may  obtain 
forgiveness,  by  being  told  that  Epiphanius  sajs  Uiat  they  cannot  have  /icr^co,  but 
that  the  Church  allows  to  them  an  Manilfios  through  Atcro^^Acia ;  and  that  Hennas 
says  (whatever  he  means  thereby),  that  though  they  cannot  have  panitentia,  thev  may 
have  remissio  ;  and  that  Mr.  Wordsworth  himself  does  not,  for  a  moment,  doubt  the 
eflBcaoy,  in  every  case,  of  what  he  yet  hesitates  to  call  Repenkmoe, 
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Holy  Ghost,  we  may  depart  from  grace  given,  and  fall  into  rin,  and 
bj  the  grace  of  God  arise  again,  and  amend  our  liyes ;  and,  there- 
peace  £rom  the  hearts  of  such  a  vast  majori^,  to  saj  the  very  least,  of  God's 
ehildren,  now,  with  whose  spirit  his  Spirit  u  hearing  witness  that  thev  are 
his  children,  and  enabling  them,  by  their  outward  walk,  to  approve  tnem- 
selves  to  others  as  his  children ;  and  which  would  paralyse  the  Minutry  of 
BecondUatkn  in  the  Church, — ^there  was,  as  might  have  been  hoped,  a  very 
general  recoil.  And  it  was  not  merely  very  generally  rejected,  but  reasoned 
against  verv  strongly ;  and  though  Dr.  Pusey  profiuses  tliat  nothing  that  was 
said  upon  the  question  had  changed  his  own  mind  as  to  the  substance  of  what 
he  had  put  forward,  he  seems  glad  to  receive  this  modification  of  Ins  statements^ 
and  to  acknowledge  it  as  supplying  an  imperfection  with  which  they  were 
chargeable.  The  view  is,  in  substance,  that  in  using  RepmUmee  so  as  ^^  to 
cover  the  commission  even  of  deadly  sin,"  we  are  extending  the  application  of 
the  word,  in  a  way  which  it  is  posnble  to  find  passages  in  Uie  New  Testament 
to  justify ;  but  that  to  make  the  application  safe,  we  must  extend  the  meaning 
as  well  as  the  use  of  the  word ;  and  that  it  oup^ht,  in  such  cases,  to  be  under- 
stood to  include,  over  and  above  the  state  of  mind,  for  which  it  usually  stands, 
(together  with  the  natural  residts  in  Uie  feelings  and  in  the  life  of  the 
penitent,)  such  penitential  discipline  as  is  appointed  by  the  Church,  ending 
with  absolution  by  her  authority.  This  Mr.  W .  pronounces  to  be 'proved, 
both  by  *^  the  testimonv  of  Scripture  and  the  practice  of  the  Primitive  Church,'' 
to  he  ^^  the  safe  and  Jjivineiy-appointed  way  for  the  recovery  of  fallen  Chris- 
tians." 

Now  the  question  is  not  about  the  power  of  the  Church  to  inflict  censure,  up 
to  actual  exclusion  from  her  pale,  upon  open  o£Fenders  ;  and  to  prescribe  rules 
for  the  removal  of  her  censures,  including  the  requirement  of  such  proofs  of 
Repentance  as  she  deems  best  fitted  to  secure  and  promote  Repentance  in  the 
ofiender,  and  to  prevent  sin  in  others.  Nor  about  the  wholesomeness  of  such 
discipline,  for  restraint,  and  reformation,  and  edification,  when  exercised 
wisely  and  on  Scriptural  principles;  nor  on  the  fitness  of  submitting  to  all  the 
godly  ordinances  of  the  Cnurch  in  tixis  matter,  and  the  proof  that  a  man  would 
give  of  some  defect  in  the  genuineness  of  his  Repentance  if  he  were  to  reject  her 
authority,  and  refuse  to  submit  to  her  rules.  No  question  is  raised  about  any 
of  these  points.  The  question  is  entirely  about  the  Divine  appointments  for 
the  forgiveness  of  sin.  And  it  must  be  plain,  I  think,  that  when  it  is  main- 
tained ih&t  JUpentance  as  applied  to  sinners  after  Baptism,  has  a  difierent 
sense  from  that  in  which  it  is  applied  to  them  before,  tnere  ought  to  be  some 

Sroof  of  the  assertion  from  Scripture,  It  cannot  be  alleged  that  there  are  two 
ififerent  forms  of  invitation  and  promise  to  repentant  sinners  ;  one  for  those 
who  are  outside  the  Church,  and  tne  other  for  those  who  are  within  it.  What 
must  be  maintained,  therefore,  by  those  who  will  not  take  the  alternative  of 
denying  that  there  are  any  promises  at  all  in  Scripture  of  the  forgiveness  of 
sinners  after  Baptism,  is,  that  where  promises  identically  the  same  are  made 
to  sinners,  without  and  within  the  Church,  if  they  repent;  this  last  important 
word  is  to  be  taken  in  different  senses,  according  to  the  persons  to  whom  it  is 
addressed  :  that  if  they  repent^  means  in  the  one  case  simply  if  they  undeivo  a 
change  of  mind  with  respect  to  sin,  so  as  to  be  sorry  for  the  sin  which  tney 
have  committed,  to  turn  from  it,  forsake,  and  hate  it ;  and  whatever  else  may 
be  comfcehended  in  the  ordinary  meaning  of  the  words,  and  if  they  repent, 
means,  in  the  other  case,  if,  in  addition  to  such  a  change  of  feelings,  they 
undergo  penance,  and  receive  absolution. 

Now  it  might  be  rash  to  say  that  it  is  impossible  that  this  statement  can  be 
true,  but  it  plainly  requires  very  good  proox.  Mr.  Wordsworth,  however,  does 
not  profess  to  be  able  to  provide  such  a  proof;  on  the  contrary,  he  says,  that  it 
is  a  point  which  ^'  it  is  not  perhaps  very  easy  to  determine " — "  I  mean  of 
conxse,  out  of  Scripture  itselr.'^— p.  14.    1  presume  that  the  texts  which  are 
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fore,  they  are  to  be  condemned  which  say  they  can  no  more  nn  as 
long  as  they  live  here,  or  deny  the  place  of  forgiveness  to  such  as 

adduced  in  each  nnmben  through  the  after-pages  of  hia  difloonzse,  are  mttnded 
to  do  something  towards  the  determination  of  the  point  out  of  Scripture,  but 
how  they  contribute  to  it,  I  am  quite  unable  to  see.  For  they  consist  duefly 
of  evidences  of  the  high  standard  of  morals  which  was  established  in  the 
Christian  Church,  by  the  exhortations,  and  the  precepts,  and  the  rebukes,  and 
the  warnings,  which  abound  in  the  enistles;  very  important  portions  of  Holy 
Scripture,  no  doubt,  but  having  but  little  bearing  on  the  Question :  Does  JZe- 
pentancey  when  applied  to  sinners  within  the  Church,  include  penance  or  not? 
The  writer  farther  uiges  that  the  apostles,  when  rebuking  sin,  or  deterring  men 
from  sin,  by  declaring  Grod's  righteous  sentence  upon  it,  were  but  little  in  the 
habit  of  qualifying  the  force  of  what  they  said  by  bringing  forward  examples 
of  Grod's  mercy  to  repentant  sinners  under  the  old  dispensation  or  duiins[  the 
ministry  of  the  Lord.  But  here  again,  whatever  be  the  importance  of  the 
point,  it  has  no  application  to  the  question  whether  Rq^entance  involves  penance^ 
when  the  sinner  is  a  member  of  the  Christian  Church.  And  the  same  is  to  be 
said  of  other  passages  which  declare  that  the  guilt  of  sinners  is  in  proportion  to 
the  light  bestowed  upon  them,  and  that  the  same  will  be  the  measure  of  thdr 
condemnation. 

It  may  be  said  that  the  texts  to  which  I  refer  are  not  brought  in  proof  of 
this  point,  but  to  illustrate  other  points  connected  with  the  subject.  It  may  be 
so.  I  really  do  not  know.  But  this  I  am  sure  o^  that  if  what  I  have  referred 
to,  be  not  the  proof  from  Scripture  of  this  position  concerning  the  third  meaning 
of  lUpentancey  I  can  find  no  attempt  in  the  sermon  to  furnish  any  Scripturu 
evidence  of  the  assertion.  Be  this  as  it  may,  however,  I  do  not  think  there 
would  be  any  profit  (even  if  space  could  be  commanded  for  it)  in  entering  into 
a  detailed  examination  of  this  portion  of  the  discourse ;  and  I  shall,  instead, 
endeavour  to  settle  the  question  in  a  more  compendious,  and  direct,  and,  what 
I  hope  will  prove,  a  more  satisfactory  mode. 

I  shall  give  a  few  texts  to  shew  the  following  important  points :  1.  That  the 
Apostolic  epistles  contemplate  the  fact,  not  merely  that  Uiere  should  be  some 
in  the  Christian  Church  unreconciled  to  God,  but  some  who  should  prove  by 
their  outward  life  and  conversation,  that  they  were  not  in  a  state  of  recon- 
ciliation with  Him.  And,  2.  That  the  reconciUalion  of  such  to  God,  or  their 
oonoereumy  was  to  be  the  object  of  the  labours  of  God's  ambassadors ;  and  that 
it  was  to  be  effected  by  bnn^ng  them  to  Repentance,  and  by  exhibiting  to 
them  the  love  of  God  in  the  gift  of  Christ  as  the  true  ground  of  Faith  in  mm; 
— in  short,  that  for  them  the  Minutry  qf  ReamciUation  was  to  be  executed  in  the 
same  way  as  that  by  which  those  that  were  without  were  to  be  brought  to  re- 
pent and  to  believe  the  gospel.  I  expect  that  the  setUement  of  this  question 
will  be  found  to  be  contained  in  the  right  explanation  and  application  of  the 
few  texts  which  aro  necessaiy  to  prove  these  positions. 

1.  To  begin  with  the  Corinthians.  They  were,  I  need  not  say,  baptised 
members  of  the  Christian  Church ;  the  AposUe  in  fact,  addressing  them  aa  a 
body,  speaks  of  them  as  saints  ;  aa  washed,  sancMed,  justified^  in  the  name  qf 
the  Lord  Jesus,  and  by  the  Spirit  of  our  God,  But  there  were  not  merely 
divisions  and  irregularities  in  the  body,  bat  he  had  reason  to  fear  of  many,  that 
they  had  committed  gross  and  grievous  sins,  and  were  untouched  by  remorse 
or  shame.  This  appears  in  a  passage  (2  Cor.  xiL  20.)  to  which  I  shall  return 
immediately;  for  the  present  I  o^y  want  to  shew  how  he  exercised  his  office 
towards  them.  Did  he  denounce  them  as  hopelessly  fallen  from  God,  or  pro- 
claim against  them  the  sentence  of  his  just  wrath  and  indignation  against  sin, 
without  holding  out  any  hopes  to  them  from  the  mercy  which  they  had  enjoyed 
and  abused  ?  Such,  according  to  Mr.  Wordsworth's  theory,  should  have  been 
the  Apostie's  mode  of  dealing  with  such  ofiendera.    Now,  see  what  was  the 
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trnly  repent."^    And  in  the  Homily  on  Justification,  after  stating 
the  phm  impossibility  of  our  being  justified  and  made  righteous 

actual  mode.  Look  at  2  Cor.  t.  18— 21,  where  he  declares  to  them,  that  he 
and  his  brethren  were  intrusted  with  the  Ministry  of  Reconciliation,  and 
further  declares  that  its  foundation  was  in  the  lore  of  God  in  the  reconciling 
work  of  Christ  in  the  flesh.  And  haying  thus  stated  his  commission,  he  pro- 
ceeds to  execute  it,  for  those  to  whom  he  was  writinsr,  and  with  the  roost  per- 
BuasiTe  earnestness,  in  the  well-known  passage : — **  now,  then,  we  are  ambas- 
sadors for  Christ,  as  though  God  did  oeseech  you  by  us :  we  pijpy  you  in 
Christ's  stead,  be  ye  reamcUed  to  Ocd.  For  he  liath  made  him  to  be  sin  for  us, 
who  knew  no  rin ;  that  we  might  be  made  the  righteousness  of  God  in  him, " 
-  '      ^  -       J  of 


2.  The  passage  just  referred  to  as  evidence  of  the  extent  to  which  gross  sin 
existed  in  the  Church  at  Corinth,  is  also  of  much  importance  on  the  question 
of  the  place  of  repentance  allowed  to  such  sinners.  It  is :  ^'  But  I  fear  lest 
when  I  come  I  shall  not  find  you  such  as  I  would,  and  that  I  shall  be  found 
unto  you  such  as  ye  would  not:  lest  there  be  debates,  envyings,  wraths,  strifes, 
backbitings,  whisperings,  swellings,  tumults:  and,  lest,  when  I  come  again, 
my  God  will  humble  me  among  you,  and  that  I  shall  bewail  many  which  have 
sinned  already,  and  have  not  repented  of  the  uncleauness,  and  fornication,  and 
lasciviousness,  which  they  have  committed."  (2  Cor.  xii.  23.)  Now,  if  the 
Apostle  in  his  enumeration  had  stopped  short  at  the  disorders  and  evil  tempers 
wnich  he  feared  he  should  find  at  Corinth,  the  passage  would  create  less  diffi- 
culty upon  the  principles  which  we  have  been  considering;  which,  among 
their  other  evil  effects,  nave  a  tendency  to  set  too  wide  a  distance  between  such 
sins  and  grosser  profligacy.  ThiB  is  not  an  unnatural  result  of  identifying  too 
much  the  objects  and  efiects  of  Church  discipline  with  the  peculiar  govern- 
ment of  His  Church,  which  is  carried  on  by  Him,  who  tridh  the  heartt  and  the 
retfUy  and  who  requireth  truth  in  the  inward  parte.  It  is,  however,  not  only  dis- 
countenanced by  the  whole  tenor  of  the  word  of  God,  but  it  receives  a  very 
special  contradiction  from  St.  Paul's  recital  of  ^^  the  works  of  the  flesh  "  (Gal. 
T.  19 — ^211  in  which  *^  hatred,  variance,  emulations,  wrath,  strife,  seditions, 
envyings,'  are  enumerated  together  with,  "adultery,  fornication,  uncleanneas, 
lasciviousness,  idolatry,  witchcraft,  murders,  drunkenness,  revellings,"— are  all 
comprehended  in  the  same  class,  and  all  involved  in  tne  same  solemn  con- 
demnation, ^  that  thev  which  do  such  things  shall  not  inherit  the  kingdom  of 
God."    But  though  1  am  dad  to  glance  at  this  point,  I  am  not  sorry  to  be 


spared  the  necessity  of  discussing  it  regularly,  which  would  occupy  an 
inconvenient  space.  And  the  character  of  the  sins  which  are  found  at  the  end 
of  the  list,  admits  of  too  little  dispute  to  make  it  necessary  to  say  more  on  the 
former.  For  he  adds,  that  undeanneesy  and  fomioation^  and  kucivioueneeay 
had  also  been  committed  by  many.*  And  with  respect  to  these  gross  and 
grievous  sinners,  what  the  Apostle  feared  was,  lest  he  should  find  tiiat  they 
had  not  repented.  He  dreaded  lest  God  had  sorrow  and  shame  in  store  for  him, 
on  account  of  those  in  whom  he  took  so  deep  and  tender  an  interest.  But, 
mark,  what  he  dreaded  was, — not  that  he  should  find  that  there  were  some 
among  them  who  had  been  guilty  of  these  gross  and  grievous  sins,-*of  that  he 

*  When  St.  James,  in  the  ooorse  of  his  indignant  and  sorrowful  reproof  of  those 
who  were  dissracing  the  Chnrch  in  his  day,  Mdresses  them,  or  some  of  them,  as 
aduUeren  and  aduUerestes,  it  is  said  that  '*  the  expression  is  to  be  understood  *  sensu 
figurato.*  See  Grotius  and  Hammond  in  loc*'  Wordtworik't  Sermon^  p.  83,  Note. 
I  suppose  there  is  no  danger  of  a  similar  glees  upon  St.  Paulas  designation  of  the  sins 
of  the  Corinthians  of  whom  he  speaks,  but  it  may  not  be  amiss  to  guard  it  by  this 
ancient  exposition  of  its  meaning :  htcoBapaiaM  hi  wawf  hpaprriav  wi^€ir  vaaa  yhp 
hcMproiws  V04C?  f|  \ZtKms  rhs  rw  ffrnfUBTUtmr  fii^twy  i^^vwctat'  «&  7^  ctr  ^y  6  wopyviaat 
h^Xk  wtMaH,  Kol  ip  W9?i\mt  fl8f ^ly  ^ffA7tc»y.-»Theophylact,  in  loc. 
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before  Ood  by  our  own  acts,  words,  and  deeds,  seem  they  never  so 
good,  *^  because  all  men  be  sinners  and  offenders  against  God,  and 

seems  to  have  had  a  sorrowfdl  assaiance, — but  lest  he  eihould  find  that  they 
had  not  rq^ted.  ^*  For  I  fear,  lest  when  I  come,  I  shall  not  find  you  such  as 
I  would,  and  that  I  shall  be  found  unto  you  such  as  ye  would  not :  lest  there 

be  debates And  lest  when  I  come  affain,  my  God  will  humble  me 

among  you,  and  that  I  shall  bewail  many  which  have  sinned  already,  and  have 
not  repented  of  the  uncleanness,  and  fornication,  and  lasciviousness,  which  they 
have  committed.''  Mr.  Wordsworth  seems  to  wish  that,  after  some  eminent 
commentators,  instead  of  /  shall  bewail,  we  should  render  the  word,  /  shall  be 
forced  to  punM,  Suppose  we  do,  what  then  ?  Why,  then,  we  have  in  the 
passage,  '^  a  proof  of  penitential  discipline."  No  doubt ;  but  in  a  shape  very 
contrary  indeed  to  his  theory :  for,  it  appears,  that  the  Repentance  even  of 
these  very  gross  ofi«nders  would  have  suspended  the  penal  exercise  of  the 
Apostle's  authority.  If  he  found  them  exhibiting  a  hardy  impenitence,  he 
would  be  forced  to  punitth  them ;  but  if  they  had  repented,  hb  fears  of  this 
painful  necessity  were  at  an  end.  So  that,  whether  we  understand  him  to 
express  his  fears,  that  he  would  have  to  sorrow  over,  or  that  he  would  be  forced 
to  inflict  punishment  on,  these  sinners,  the  lesson  which  the  passage  teaches  us, 
as  to  the  light  in  which  he  regarded  Repentance,  is  the  same.  He  dreaded  that 
he  would  have  to  punish  them,  or  to  mourn  over  them :  but  it  was  not,  because 
he  feared  to  find  that  they  had  thus  grossly  sinned,  but  that  having  so  sinned 
they  had  not  repented, 

8.  But  we  have  not  done  with  the  Corinthians  yet.  It  will  be  remembered 
that  St.  Paul  rebukes  them  with  much  severity  in  his  first  Epistle,  and  that  in 
his  second,  having  heard  of  their  sincere  Repentance  'in  the  interval,  he  is 
anxious  to  assure  them  of  his  full  satisfaction  at  their  return  to  a  sense  of  duty 
^^f  his  forgiveness  and  love.  Here  is  what  Mr.  Wordsworth  says,  in  con- 
nection with  this  portion  of  the  Epistle ;  it  seems  a  useful  illustration  of  the 
mode  of  using  Scripture,  to  which  1  have  before  directed  attention :  *^  In  like 
manner  the  repentance  which  St.  Paul  describes  as  that  of  his  Corinthian 
converts,  with  all  its  true  and  lively  characteristics,  what  were  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  out  of  which  it  arose  ?  Not  an  act  of  guilt,  much  less  a 
course  of  abandoned  life ;  but  an  omission  of  duty ;  the  neglecting  to  put  away 
from  among  them  that  wicked  person^"  p.  7-  Repentance  might  serve,  it  would 
seem,  in  the  case  of  such  an  omission  of  duty ;  but  we  have  no  right  to  infer 
that  it  would  have  been  enough,  even  though  proved  to  be  genuine  by  being 
attended  unth  all  its  true  and  lively  characteristics,  if  they  had  been  chaigeable 
with  an  act  qf  guilt,  much  more  with  a  course  of  abandoned  life.  Very  well. 
But  is  it  not  strange  that  the  consideration  of  this  case  did  not  bring  ta 
Mr.  Wordsworth's  mind  the  case  of  that  wicked  person  himself,  concerning 
whom  they  were  guilty  of  this  act  of  omission  ?  Efe  was  guilty  of  fornication^ 
and  suchfomiccUion  as  is  not  so  much  as  named  among  the  Gentiles  ;  and,  living 
in  this  *^  course  of  abandoned  life,"  he  was  cut  off  from  the  Church  by  the  com- 
mand of  the  Apostle.  And  yet,  upon  learning  that  this  man  manifested  deep 
sorrow  for  his  sin,  the  same  Apostle  ordered  hun  at  once  to  be  restored.  And 
apparently  apprehendiug  that  the  Corinthians  might  be  slow  to  foigive  and 
receive  him  again, — that  they  might  think  that  one,  who  had  sinned  so  griev- 
ously, and  brought  upon  them  such  heavy  scandal,  and  the  weight  too  of  his 
own  severe  displeasure,  oueht  to  be  punished  by  still  longer  exclusion  from  the 
body,— the  holy  Apostle  (besides  assuring  them  that  he  had  entirely  foigiven 
them,  and  that  ne  was  peiiectly  happy  in  them  once  more)  tells  them  that  the 
offender  had  endured  enoueh  in  havmg  had  public  sentence  passed  upon  him 
for  his  sin ;  and  that  now  they  ought  to  be  chiefly  anxious  lest  he  should  suf!br 
too  much  through  the  bitterness  of  his  Repentance ;  and  that  they  ousht^ 
therefore,  not  merely  to  fomve  him,  but  comfort  htm  :  *^  Sufficient  to  such  a 
man  is  tliis  punishment,  which  was  inflicted  of  many.    So  that  contrariwise 
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breakers  of  his  law  and  commandments,^  tbe  Ohnrch  declares  the 
necessity  of  seeking  ^^  another  righteousness  or  Justification  to  be 

ye  ouffht  isther  to  foigive  him  and  comfort  him,  lest,  perhsM,  such  a  one 
shonld  be  swallowed  up  with  oyermnch  sorrow.  Wherefore,  1  beseech  you, 
that  ye  would  confirfli  your  loTe  toward  him."    (2  Cor.  ii.  6 — 8.) 

I  cannot  refrain  from  adding  what  follows  in  Mr.  Wordsworth's  Sermon. 
Though  it  is  not  connected  with  the  case  of  the  Corinthians,  it  is  with  the  use 
of  Scripture  in  support  of  the  theology  of  the  Tnct  School,— with  which  it  is 
impossible  not  to  dass  Mr.  Wordsworth's  Sermon,  whatever  be  his  connexion 
personally  with  the  writers.  It  is,  I  think,  not  less  worthy  of  notice  than  any 
of  the  strange  examples  which  I  have  already  given.  It  stands  in  immediate 
connexion  with  the  last  extract  upon  the  offence  of  the  Corinthians :  ^  And  so, 
perhaps,  though  in  an  aggravated  dq^ree,  the  sin  of  Simon  Magus.  That  of 
which  he  had  need  to  repent  was  a  thought  of  the  heart ;  and,  as  such,  was  to 
be  met  with  spiritual  exercise.  *•  Pray  God,'  says  St.  Peter,  ^  if  perhaps  the 
thought  of  thine  heart  may  he  forgiven  thee.' " 

I  ho^  there  are  not  many  of  my  readers  who  are  not  startled  at  this  flagrant 
perversion  of  Scripture,  and  at  the  habit  of  unconsciously  perverting  Scripture 
which  it  exhibits.  When  a  man  has  formed  habits  of  dealing  wiUi  the  word 
of  God,  which  allow  him  to  draw  from  the  narrative  in  Acts  viii.  that  Simon 
Magus  had  no  deadly  sin  to  repent  o^  but  only  a  thought  of  the  hearty  because 
St.  I^eter  says,  ^^  Pray  Grod  if  perhaps  the  thought  of  thine  heart  may  be  for- 
given thee,** — I  know  nothing  to  prevent  him,  if  the  exigencies  of  his  theoiy 
equally  req^uired  him  to  extenuate  their  guilt,  from  settling,  that  the  Scribes 
in  Mark  iiu  22—30,  were  ^ilty  of  no  deadl;^  sin,  but  only  an  offence  of  the 
tongue^  because  the  Evangelist  says,  in  explaining  in  what  their  crime  consisted, 
**  Because  they  said^  that  he  had  an  unclean  Spirit."  It  may  be  thought  that 
this  is  an  exaggerated  and  absurd  aggravation  of  the  abuse  of  Scriptural  lan- 
guage, of  which  Mr,  Wordsworth  is  really  guilty.  For  that  in  this  latter  case 
there  is  foil  security  against  such  a  mistake  concerning  the  sin  of  the  Scribes 
as  I  have  imaguiea ;  because  the  Evangelist  informs  us  just  before,  that  the 
Lord  describes  it  as  blasphemy  against  the  Holy  Ghost,  and  declares,  that  it 
shall  never  be  forgiven.  I  have  no  doubt  that  this  ought  to  be  a  perfect  safe- 
iruard ;  but  how  can  we  be  sure  that  it  would  prove  one  ?  For,  in  the  case  of 
Simon  Magus,  the  sacred  narrative  tells  us,  that  Peter  pronounced  him  in  the 
gaU  of  bitterness  and  in  the  bond  of  iniquity^  and  that  his  heart  was  not  right 
in  the  sight  of  God,  and  declared  accordingly,  that  he  had  neither  part  nor  lot 
in  the  matter.  I  do  not  profess  to  know  precisely  what  it  is  that  would  be  said 
to  constitute  **  deadly"  sin  by  those  who  insist  a  good  deal  upon  the  distinction 
in  this  very  matter ;  but  whether  we  look  to  this  description  of  the  nature  of 
Simon's  sin,  or  of  its  effects  on  hb  state  before  God,  I  can  hardly  think  that  it 
will  be  held  that  it  describes  a  ^^  venial"  sin. 

4.  There  are  very  strong  statements  in  the  Epistle  of  St.  James  of  the  extent 
of  disorder  and  vice  which  were  to  be  found  in  the  Church  in  his  time.  The 
oondnding  verses  of  his  Epistle,  however,  appear  equally  strong  and  distinct, 
upon  some  of-  the  points  which  are  brought  into  question,  in  this  theoiy  of  sin 
after  Baptism,  and  the  modification  of  it,  which  we  have  been  considering. 
"Brethren,  if  any  of  tou  do  err  from  the  truth,  and  one  convert  him,  let  him 
know,  that  he  which  converteth  the  sinner  from  Uie  error  of  his  way,  shall  save 
a  soul/rom  death^  and  shall  hide  a  multitude  of  sins."  (v.  20, 21.)  The  knguage 
here  is  veiy  marked,  and  confirms  what  I  said  of  the  exercise  of  the  Ministry 
of  Reconciliation  witUn  the  Church,  in  speaking  on  2  Cor.  v.  19—21. 

5.  Then  are  some  remarkable  invitations  to  repent  (which  I  presume  must 
always  be  understood  as  promises  to  Repentance)  in  the  Epistles  to  the 
Churches  in  tibe  beg^ning  of  the  Revelation.  Mr.  Wordsworth  notices  several, 
which  he  does  not  think  come  up  to  what  is  wanted  to  make  them  instances  of 
the  use  of  Repentance  in  what  he  caUs  its  extended  sense.    Referring  to  such 


400    snr  avtib  baptibm. — ^wordsworth^s  oommbnt  on  bbv.  in.  20. 

received  at  God^s  own  hands ;  that  is  to  say,  the  forgiveness  of  his 
sins  and  trespasses  in  snch  things  as  he  hath  offended.**"    And  she 

exhortations  in  Rev.  iii.  2,  8,  in  the  Epistle  to  Sardis;  Rev.  iii.  19,  to  Lao* 
dioea ;  Rev.  ii.  2—5,  to  Ephesus,  he  says : — ^^  And  in  each  of  these  places  it  is 
important  to  remark,  that  the  rebnke  (it  wonld  seem^  is' not  for  relapses  into 
deadly  sin,  in  the  case  of  individoals,  but  for  laxity  of  aiscipline,  as  that  whereof 
the  whole  body  had  to  repent;  or  as  regarded  individual  members,  for  luke- 
warmness,  for  want  of  zeal,  for  not  going  on  unto  perfection,  for  not  bringing 
forth  the  meetfiruits  of  that  change  of  mind,  unto  which  they  had  been  bap- 
tized."* 1  will  not  stop  to  examine  the  correctness  of  this  statement;  but  oe 
content  with  suggesting  that  I  think  what  is  said  in  the  case  of  Sardis,  would 
admit  of  some  addition  to  it.  But  what  follows  is  much  more  important.  Of 
three  instances  which  Mr.  Wordsworth  gives  of  the  passages  in  the  New  Testa- 
ment, which  it  v&ponible  to  find  as  warranting  such  an  extension  of  the  applica- 
tion of  the  word,  two  are  from  this  part  of  Revelations.  They  are  given  thus : 
^  Such  it  may  he  is  the  censure  addressed  in  Revelations  to  the  Church  in  Per- 
gamos.**— p.  12.  And  in  a  note  it  is  added :  ^^  And  perhaps  also  to  the  Church 
of  Thyatira;  or,  at  least  the  statement  ^Rev.  ii.  21, 22.)  with  respect  to  certain 
corrupt  teachers  in  the  Church."  I  shall  transcribe  the  last  of  these  passages; 
and,  1  believe,  most  readers  will  be  of  opinion  that  it,  at  least,  might  have  been 

Siven  (as  Hooker  says)  "  without  any  peradventure."  It  refers  to  the  woman 
ezebel,  who  pretended  to  he  a  prophetess^  and  who  taught  and  seduced  Christ s 
servants  to  commit  fornication^  and  to  eat  things  sacrificed  unto  idols.  And  of 
whom,  notwithstanding  this  enormous  wickedness,  it  is  still  said,  '^And  I  gave 
her  space  to  repent  qf  her  fomicatian^  and  she  repented  not,"  And  then,  both  of 
her  and  of  those  whom  she  had  led  into  a  participation  in  her  iniquity,  it  is 
added,  ^^  Behold  I  will  cast  her  into  a  bed,  and  them  that  commit  adultery  wlUi 
her,  into  great  tribulation,  except  they  repent  of  their  deeds," 

6.  I  wUl  give  but  one  text  more,  viz.  Rev.  iii.  20.  in  which  the  Lord  de- 
scribes himself  with  such  tender  condescension,  not  merely  as  ready  to  receive 
penitents  who  turn  to  him,  but  as  seeking  them  anxiously,  patiently  waiting 
tor  their  better  mind,  and  when  it  comes,  sealing  their  acceptance  and  i^tora- 
tion  by  unquestionable  proofs  of  confidence  and  love :  **  Behold  I  stand  at  the 
door  and  knock :  if  an^  man  hear  my  voice  and  open  the  door,  I  will  come  in 
to  him,  and  will  sup  with  him,  and  he  with  me." 

Mr.  Wordsworth  acknowledges  distinctly  that  this  is  a  strong  text;  but  he 
gives  a  veiy  curious,  though  brief  comment  on  it,  which  seems  intended  to 
abate  its  force.    "  Perhaps,  after  all,  the  most  conclusive  texts  [in  support  of 

the  Sixteenth  Article]  are  James  v.  20.  [noticed  above.  No.  4.] and 

Rev.  iii.  20,  Tbut  see  Grotius's  Note,  and  observe  in  original  the  tenses  Icm^ira, 
iuco6<rp,  &ro%  J  ..."  I  must  acknowledge  myself  unable  to  understand  what 
is  intended  by  this  recommendation.  The  point  contended  for  in  Mr.  W/s 
Sermon  would  seem  to  make  the  meaning  of  it  clear  enough.  But  such  a 
meaning  can  only  be  arrived  at  through  a  sort  of  criticism,  which  it  is  hardly 
justifiable  to  ascribe  to  him.  I  find  indeed  in  Hammond  this  marginal  note 
on,  Istand^  in  our  version :  "  I  have  stood^  ttrniKo,"  But  Mr.  W.  cannot  mean 
to  countersign  this  curious  emendation.  It  would  be  uncivil  to  any  ordinary 
scholar,  much  more  to  one  in  his  position,  to  suspect  him  of  doubting  that  the 
proper  sense  of  Z<rniKa  is,  I  stand.  And,  indeed,  it  is  nearly  as  hard  to  suppose 
that  he  meant  to  intimate  that  iucoiav  and  &ro%  retain  the  time  of  their  tense 
in  the  indicative,f    But  then,  what  is  the  meaning  of  recommending  his 

*  Sermon,  p.  6. 

t  Hammond,  it  is  right  to  say,  makes  no  attempt  to  give  these  a  past  signification 
is  paraphrase.  Nor  though  he  strangely  proposes  to  translate  tarrriKa  by  I  have 
stood,  does  he  regard  the  passage  as  intimating  that  this  gracious  proceeding  was  now 
over— .which  indeed,  ttpodm  and  f  l^cAc^o^i,  and  5f  i«Hk»  would  mem  to  Knder  impos- 
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teaches  that  ^*  this  Justification  or  righteonsness  which  we  do  re- 
ceire  of  Qod'^s  mercy  and  Christ's  merits,  embraced  by  Faith,  is 

leadeTS  to  observe  in  ariginai  the  tenses  qfZ<rrnKa,  &c.  ?  That,  as  I  before  aaid, 
I  am  absolutely  unable  eren  to  conjecture. 

I  Biiall  leaye  these  examples  to  the  consideration  of  my  readers.  But  I  am 
constrained  to  extend  this  note,  which  I  should  be  much  more  desirous  to 
abridge  if  I  could,  by  turning  back  to  Mr.  Wordsworth's  plea  for  translating 
irvvM^  I  shall  he  forced  to  punish^  which  1  passed  over  at  the  time.  He  desires 
us  to  consider,  amongst  other  things  in  the  text,  ^'  the  proof  of  penitential  dis- 
cipline implied  in  the  word  rcy^w,  (^punire  cogar,'  Grot. ;  see  Hammond  on 
1  Cor.  T.  %)  and  also  in  reartof^.  Comp.  ibid.  xiii.  2,  ob  tpttffofmt," 

I  have  said  that  I  do  not  think  the  question  which  this  raises  affects  the  use 
which  I  have  made  of  the  passage;  but  it  is  a  specimen  of  biblical  criticism 
which  1  cannot  feel  it  right  to  pass  over  when  it  is  brought  so  directly  in  my 
way.  It  Is  fax  from  being  as  unimportant  a  matter  as  it  might  be  hastily  re- 
garded. It  is  part  of  a  general  reverence  for  the  Holy  Scripture,  as  well  as 
of  a  prudent  guardianship  of  a  sound  interpretation  of  it,  not  to  let  a  word  of  a 
particular  text  be  loosely  turned  from  its  proper  meaning,  under  the  notion 
that,  whether  it  be  or  not,  the  meaning  drawn  from  the  passage-is  one  which 
is  true  in  itself^  or  which  is  a  sale  meaninsr,  or  even,  in  effect,  not  very  difierent 
from  the  meaning  wliich  it  would  have,  if  we  were  to  give  another  sense  to  the 
particular  word  in  question.  What  we  ought  to  aim  at  is,  to  get  the  exact 
meaning  of  the  passage,  so  far  as  we  can ;  and,  both  for  this  purpose  and  for  the 
general  reasons  oefore  referred  to,  we  cannot  be  too  watchful  against  any  loose 
or  hhe  verbal  criticism. 

The  originator  of  the  interpretation  seems  to  be  Grotius.  In  his  note  on 
1  Cor.  V.  2,  he  says : — ^^  Est  metonymia  adjunct!.  Nam  quia  Ecclesia,  cilm 
aliquem  esset  a  suo  consortlo  exclusura,  lugentium  sumebat  habitum,  eo  factum 
nt  lugere  dicatur  pro  excomnmnicare .  Sic  ir§yeii<r»  (lugebo)  interpretantur  ve- 
teres."  And,  in  proof  of  this  assertion,  he  quotes  ^^  Clement.  Const,  ii.  [c.  41.] 
TertuBian  de  Pudiciti&.  Orig.  eont.  Cels,  iii.  Episcopi  Synod.  Eph.  ad  Ec- 
eles.  Constant,  narrantes  depositionem  Nestorii.  Sic  etiam  Theodoretus  Ser- 
mone  duodecimo  adv.  GrsBCos."  Now  in  not  one  of  Uiese  places,  I  will  venture 
to  say,  is  there  any  ground  for  supposing  any  metompny  as  regards  the  words 
referred  to.  Indeed,  now  Grotius  could  mive  imagined  it  to  exist  in  any  of  the 
four  first  quotations,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  conjecture ;  for  it  seems  very  plain  that, 
in  all,  the  words  expressing  grief  or  sorrow  are  used  in  their  proper  sense,  to 
describe  the  natural  emotions  lelt  by  those  who  were  constrainea  to  cast  of- 
fenders out  of  the  Churdi.  And,  in  &ct,  they  offer  no  more  even  apparent 
foundation  for  Grotius's  metonymy,  than  an  account  of  a  judge's  having  shed 
tears  in  passing  sentence  upon  a  criminal,  would  give  for  asserting,  that,  by  a 
common  metonymy,  in  legal  parlance,  to  weep  stands  for  to  pass  sentence. 

It  gives  a  strange  impression  of  the  veir  loose  mode  of  considering  the  subject 
with  which  this  eminent  critic  was  satisfied,  that  when  he  comes  to  2  Cor.  xii. 
21.  the  metonymy  is  so  different,  while  he  evidently  regards  it  as  the  same : 
^  Est  hie  fierwvufita  [Transnominatio'l  Nam  higeam  dicit  pro  punire  cogar ^  quod 
AjKWtoli  non  fiiciebant  sine  signis.  Sic  ut  Romani  civem  damnaturi  sumebant 
pnllam  togam.  De  hoc  sensu  vide  que  dicta  1  Cor.  v.  2.**  I  suppose  it  is  un- 
necessary to  say,  that  converting  I  shall  bewail  into  /  shall  ezcommunicate, 
and  into  I  shau  be  forced  to  punish  (even  if  to  punish  mean  to  exconimunicate)^ 
are  somewhat  different 

Bible.  AU  that  he  wants  to  bring  out  by  giving  this  verrion  of  hrniKOf  is,  that  the 
I^ord  has  been  thus  gradously  waiting  for  a  lonff  time :  "  Lo,  I  iiave  waited  long,  and 
called  for,  and  exp^sted  this  loving  reception  from  yon,**  &c.,  and  this,  as  it  would 
seem,  as  a  foundation  for  the  wanung,  (after  Grotius,  who  however  gives  him  no  au- 
thority for  the  proposed  translation  of  loniica)  that  though  He  waits  thus  long,  He  does 
not  eontinne  to  do  so  alwags^ 

2  D 
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taken,  accepted,  and  allowed  of  Ood,  for  our  perfect  and  foil  Justin 
fication.^     And  lest  it  should  be  alleged  (in  the  spirit  in  which  yeiy 

He  has  been  followed,  however,  in  this  notion  of  a  metonymy  by  some  re- 

r  table  anthorities;  but,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  without  adding  any  thing  beyond 
weight  of  their  names  to  his  very  bad  reasons  for  adoptii^  it.  Hammond 
not  merely  adopts  it,  but  runs  wild  upon  it.  Insomuch  that  it  would  appear 
he  hardly  thought  it  possible  that  the  Apostle  could  feel  sorrow  for  any  thing, 
but  being  about  to  pass  sentence  of  excommunication,  or  haying  passed  it ;  or 
that  any  toudi  of  sorrow  could  come  upon  any  bod^  else,  except  for  haying  un- 
deigone  such  a  sentence.  But  eyen  this  fails  to  giye  a  full  idea  of  the  way  in 
whic^  he  carries  out  the  metonymy,  which  indeed  can  only  be  adequately  con- 
oeiyed  by  letting  him  speak  for  hmiself.  After  giving  some  of  the  same  quo- 
tations as  those  brought  forward  by  Orotius,  he  says,  *^and  so  2  Cor.  xiL  21. 
aca2  irci^ffw,  &c.,  where,  bewailing  of  impenitent  tinners  is  censuring  them. 
And  thus  the  word  x^  seems  to  signify  (being  all  one  with  miiffhi)  2  Cor.  ii.  1. 

iKB^uf  ir  x^  to  come  with  intention  to  censure  and  punish so  (2  Cor. 

iL  3.)  K&miv  tx^  signifies  to  be  constrained  to  use  severity  of  censures^  to  which 
this  mourning  or  sorrow  belongs,  and  AmrcMrtfoi  to  be  under  those  censures ;  and, 
Amrcor  to  offend  and  commit  tiiat  which  St.  Paul  was  constrained  to  punish  with 
the  censures  of  the  Church :— so  chapter  vii.  8.  c2  icoi  iK^nrnra  d/ias  is,  if  J  infUcted 
the  censures  of  the  Church  upon  you ;  and  in  the  end  of  the  verse,  I  see  that 
that  Epistie,  though  written  for  that  season,  iKdnji^tr  d/ioi,  brought  the  censures 
of  the  Church  upon  you ;  9.  jtol  obx  Ih-i  iKuT^Bnrty  that  ye  were  put  under  the  een- 
suresy  Axx*  iri  iwrlfinr^  c2f  fierdifoutyy  but  those  censures  produced  that  effectual 
change  in  you^  {KuiHfinT*  yip  icarii  Oc^v,  for  ye  were  dealt  with  according  to  the 
discipline  ordained  by  Cfody  or  Christy  m  the  Church :  and  so  in  all  probability 
that  is  Kiwri  Korii  Bc^v,  VS.  10,  which  brings  /icr^oioy,  a  change^  or  newness  oflifSy 
as  the  oQusures  or  punishments  of  the  world  bring  death.  And  so  jcor^  ec^ 
xinrn^yflu  dfwt,  to  be  mourned  or  sorrowed^  y.  11 ;  that  is,  censured  according  to 
Oods  appointment,  in  1  Cor.  v.  2." 

I  suppose  it  is  enough  to  have  exhibited  such  an  extraordinary  commentary, 
without  entering  upon  any  detailed  examination  of  it.  And  it  is  mu& 
pleasanter  to  be  spared  such  an  occupation;  for  it  would  be  very  hard 
to  speak  of  it  according  to  its  merits,  without  running  the  risk  of  appearing 
wanting  in  due  respect  for  the  venerable  commentator. 

The  truth  anpears  to  be,  that  St.  Paul  did  not  anticipate  that  the  necessity 
of  dealing  harshly  with  these  offenders  would  be  put  upon  him;  and  that,  in 
speaking  of  the  sorrow  which  he  dreaded  as  in  store  for  him.  he  thought  of 
what  he  feared  he  would  be  obliged  to  do  to  these  men,  as  well  as  of  the  state 
of  impenitence  in  which  he  apprehended  that  he  would  find  them,  cannot  be 
reasonably  doubted.  But  this  is  quite  a  distinct  thing  from  saying  that 
9w$4m  signifies  to  excommunicatCy  or  to  censure^  or  to  punish^  or  to  be  forced  to 
punish  :  or  that  Xvw4tf  means  to  inflict  the  censures  of  the  Church  ;  or  to  offend^ 
emd  commit  that  which  would  constrain  the  proper  authorities  to  punish 
one  with  the  censures  of  the  Church;  or  an^  of  these  various  meanings 
which  have  been  nroposed  so  wantonly,  and  with  such  strange  confusion  of 
ideas,  and  with  so  little  show  of  authority.  I  am  aware  how  £Sar  it  would  be 
from  settiing  the  question,  if  I  were  to  say  that  I  have  never  met  with  any 
example  of  a  use  of  vcvtf^  which  could  fairiy  suggest  an^  of  these  meanings  ; 
but  then,  what  is  much  more  important,  I  find  that  the  highest  authorities  aro 
in  the  same  circumstances.  Stephens  takes  no  notice  of  any  such  sense,  nor 
does  Passow ;  from  which  it  may  be  fairly  concluded,  at  least,  that  thero  is  no 
example  of  it  in  classical  Groek.  Something  of  the  kind  is  recognised,  it  b 
true,  by  New  Testament  lexicographers.^     Thus  Schleusner  has  ^*  r^Uo  (diguem 


<  Pasor,  in  his  LeMoon  Ormee-Latinum  in  Notfum  Testamentum,  renders  the  words  /i^ 
vcy94<r«  roAXovf,  ne  lugeam  multoe,  and  gives  no  hint  of  any  other  Bigiufic»tion..-JSD. 
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man  J  clear  authorities,  Scriptaral  and  other,  are  dealt  with),  that 
there  is  nothing  here  to  shew  that  sin  after  Baptism  is  contemplated, 

tristem,  efficio  ut  aliquis  moBrtat  et  contristetur^  et  ex  adjuncto.  gravUnme 
flwuib.  But,  however  yaluable  his  Lexicon  is  in  other  respects,  it  is  singularly 
loose  in  d^nitian ;  and  he  continually  commiiB  the  fault  (which  is  so  de- 
structive of  an^  thing  like  an  exact  conception  of  the  meaning  of  words^ 
of  introducing  into  the  definition  of  a  word  something  which  is  connected  witn 
it  as  the  effect,  concomitant,  or  something  of  that  kind,  of  what  it  really 
expresses.  He  gives  no  authorities  for  tms  sense;  and  only  refexs  to  the 
passage  under  consideration  in  the  Second  Epistle  to  the  Corinthians :  so  that 
it  does  not  seem  unfEur  to  conclude,  that  his  only  ground  for  it  is,  what  is  to 
be  found  in  Grotius  on  the  subject. 

In  Rose's  Edition  of  Parkhurst,'  after  the  ordinary  meaning,  it  is  said,  ^'bnt 
Wahl  says,  officio  ddore."  If  he  had  said  so,  though,  I  must  confess,  I  do  not 
know  him  so  well  as  Schleusner  (or,  perhaps,  beoiuse  I  do  not),  I  should  be 
more  inclined  to  think  that  there  was  some  ground  for  it.  What  he  does  sa^, 
however,  is  different,  and  does  not,  by  any  means,  give  the  weight  of  his 
authority,  whatever  it  be,  to  this  meaning:  it  is  *^Pro  habeo  guod  htgeam 
(2  Cor.  xii.  21)  :  alii  pro  afflcio  dohre." 

flow  very  little  countenance  this  violence  to  the  natural  meaning  of  the 
word  receives  from  ancient  commentators,  is  particularly  striking,  because 
they  adopt  the  view  which  I  have  already  saidl  think  is  a  naturslone,  viz. 
that  when  St.  Paul  speaks  of  the  sorrow  which  he  dreads,  he  was  con- 
templating the  necessit;^  of  punishing  these  ofienders,  as  well  as  the  impenitence 
which  was  to  wring  tms  punishment  from  him :  but  it  does  not  seem  to  occur 
to  them  to  regard  irci^^,  or  any  of  the  equivalent  or  kindred  w(«ds,  as  used  in 
any  new  or  metaphorical  sense,  but  simply  as  expressing  the  m^  which  the 
Apostle  anticipated  as  in  store  for  him  at  Corinth.  The  following  is  from 
Tneophylact  after  Chrysostom:— 6p&  r&  rov  iaro<rr6\ov  <nrxdyxya,  wAs  Mo  Sp 
iXXxu  irraUvffi  w§y$€t    Owe  drc  8^  voyros,  Aaa&  voAXifvi*  mil  o^  kir?Jis  robs  ifMp' 

Ka2  oM  ro^ous  ixKoXiirrtt  ZtJ^hs  avrois  paZltu^  r^y  vpbs  ikvrwotnM  M»o9oy.  Kol 
7&P  Siik  rouTo  Koi  firrwoias  ifjiyii<rdri  fya  ifnrdtrtM'i  tq^Vj  koI  il^  iXBhv  KoKicn 
iirro^f,  ica2  wwH^H^  ''^  roSro,  6  Hffrt^  rh,  titrxofra  Xvwrfif,  3i}yiclaM'a<  Zl  r%  v§fi 
/ierotnltu  5i^  Tohs  "Sauoruofobs* 

The  concluding  words  of  the  commentary,  (in  which  St.  Paul's  description 
of  the  sins  of  the  Corinthians  is  explained,)  liave  been  already  quoted  at  p.  SOTj 
and  need  not  be  added  here.  Ana  I  need  hardly  call  attention  to  the  markea 
confirmation  which  the  foregoing  gives  to  the  view  that  I  have  taken  of  the 
force  of  the  passage,  as  a  testimony  to  the  efficacy  of  Repentance,  even  for  such 
gross  sins.  Indeed,  Chiysostom  not  only  says,  as  Theophylact  does  above,  that 
the  Apostle  in  roeaking  of  these  sinners,  concealed  their  names  with  the  e:q>res8 
purpose  of  making  their  return  to  Repentance  easy,  but  he  adds,  koI  S^Ad^  vot^v, 
Zri  9vpar€u  firrdifoia  rit  •mX'niitXufUpa  itopOwrai. 

Upon  iwGfHttrwro  in  I  Cor.  v.  2,  it  is  said  in  Theophylact :  l^t  aitureai  leol 
jcXovcrai,  &s  M  v6aov  mil  Xoiftov  tra  4^ap9^,  But  Theodoret  is  curiously  express 
upon  this  point.  For  he  not  only  notices  the  word  ^cv^iritrc.  and  explains  it 
by  iBfniiv4\cofr9^  but  he  actually  says  that  the  Apostle  could  not  nave  taken  them 
to  task  for  not  exeommumcatmg  the  offender,  without  being  guilty  of  incon- 
sistency.   Whether  he  is  right  or  wrong  in  this  point,  it  is  equally  plain  how 

*  CEeumenins  gives  this  rather  more  drunatically.  Upon  lea)  ii^  fMerwof/ffdmmf,  he 
says,  vov  clcrU  ol  Nounrt^A; 


''  **  Transitively  with  an  aocusative.    To  bewaU,  mourn  over  or  for,    2  Cor.  3uL  21.' 
-Original  Edition  of  Pabkhurst. — Ed. 
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it  is  fortanate  that  the  Homily  ^es  on  to  saj  expTessl j,  **  Insomuch 
that  in&nts,  beinjT  baptised  and  dying  in  their  infancy,  are  by  this 
sacrifice  washed  m>m  their  sins,  brought  to  God^s  fayoar,  and  made 
his  children,  and  inheritors  of  his  Kingdom  of  Heaven.  And  they 
which  in  act  and  deed  do  sin  after  their  Baptism,  when  they  tarn 
again  to  God  nnfeignedly,  they  are  likewise  washed  by  this  sacrifice 
from  their  sins,  in  such  sort,  tAat  there  remaineth  not  any  q>ot  of  sin 
that  shall  be  itnpuied  to  their  damnation.'^  I  quote  the  rather  from 
this  Homily,  because,  as  you  remember,  its  statement  of  the  true 
Doctrine  of  Justification  is  specially  adopted  in  the  Eleventh  Article, 
as  setting  forth  more  at  length  the  Doctrine  which  the  Ohurch  in- 
tends there  to  state.  But  equally  clear  statements  are  to  be  found 
elsewhere  in  the  same  volume.  As,  e.  g.  in  the  Homily  on  Re- 
pentance :  '*  Whereupon,  we  do  not  without  a  Just  cause  detest  and 
abhor  the  damnable  opinion  of  them  which  do  most  wickedly  go 
about  to  persuade  the  simple  and  ignorant  people,  that  if  we  chance, 
after  we  be  once  come  to  God,  and  grafted  in  his  Son  Jesus  Christ, 
to  fall  into  some  horrible  sin,  Repentance  shall  be  unprofitable  unto 
us,  there  is  no  more  hope  of  reconciliation,  or  to  be  received  again 
into  the  mercy  and  favour  of  God."*^  And  setting  aside  the  support 
which  is  attempted  to  be  procured  for  ^^  this  pestilent  and  penucious 
error  ^  from  Heb.  vi.  and  x.  and  2  Peter  ii.,  it  adds,  ^^  And  that  this 
is  the  true  meaning  of  the  Holy  Spirit  of  God,  it  appeareth  by 
many  other  places  of  the  Scriptures,  which  promise  unto  all  true 
repentant  sinners,  and  to  them  that  with  their  whole  heart  do  turn 
unto  the  Lord  their  God,  free  pardon  and  remission  of  their  sins.**^ 
And  then  alleging  in  proof  of  this  doctrine,  the  invitations  and  pro- 
mises of  the  ancient  prophets,  it  subjoins  the  following  comment 
upon  them :  *'  It  is  most  evident  and  plain  that  these  tmngs  ought 
to  be  understood  of  them  that  were  with  the  Lord  before,  and  by 
their  sins  and  wickednesses  were  gone  away  from  him.  For  we  do 
Hot  turn  again  unto  him  with  whom  we  were  never  before,  but  we 
come  unto  him.  Now  unto  all  them  that  will  return  unfeignedly 
unto  the  Lord  their  God,  the  favour  and  mercy  of  God  unto  for- 
giveness of  sins  is  liberallv  ofiered.**^  And  so  elsewhere.*  But 
more  cannot  be  needed  to  clear  our  Church  from  all  participation  in 
this  very  grievous  error. 

89.  Whether  holding  back  the  word  of  life,  or  thus  adulterating 
it  when  you  preach  it,  be  the  more  criminal  and  destructive  un- 
faithftdness  to  the  Ministry  of  Reconciliation  with  which  you  are 
entrusted,  we  need  not  determine.  I  trust  you  will  not  be  guilty  of 
either.     Certainly  you  will  in  vain  look  for  aid  or  countenance  ia 

little  he  suspected  that  St.  Paul  was  doinff  this  very  thing  by  a  metmymg^  as 
Grotius  asserts : — odir  ^rayrfa  yoAu>0crc?  ob  tS^  ffTrfl,  r(  ^wr9  odff  ^Kitrvn;  ktrtrfS- 

lKrr9^WT§ty  Jkrrc  rijs  roCrw  Xj^fifis  &iraAAayqmu. 

*  See,  for  ezample,  the  Second  Sermon  on  the  pMsion. 
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either,  from  the  Ohnrch  of  which  jou  are  MinistenL  I  imst  you 
will  declare  the  Gospel  as  unreservedly  as  she  encourages  yoa  to 
do,  and  as  freely  and  as  fully  as  she  declares  it  for  you  in  your 
formularies ;  and  that  *^  both  pubUefy^  and  jfrom  kouse  to  houte  ;^ 
testifying  to  all,  after  the  example  of  the  great  Apostle,  ^*  Bepentr 
ance  towards  Grod,  and  Faith  towards  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ.  It 
was  the  oonscioosness  that  he  had  thus  unreservedly  testified  of  the 
Go9pd  of  the  Grace  of  God^  to  those  among  whom  he  had  minis- 
tered, which,  as  you  know,  gave  him  comfort  and  peace  when  he 
WBM  i^ut  to  depart  from  them  for  ever.  Not  that  be  did  not  diih 
tinctly  recognise  different  stages  of  the  Ohristian  course,  to  which 
different  mixles  of  teaching,  and  different  measures  of  knowledge, 
were  appropriate.  He  elsewhere  expressly  refers  to  laboB  in  Ckriii^ 
as  existmg  in  bis  Church,  as  well  as  mature  Christians,  and  as 
needing  different  nutriment  from  the  frdl-ffrown.  And  no  doubt  he 
felt,  in  its  place,  the  importance  of  wisely  administering  to  those 
oonoLmitted  to  his  cure,  the  discipline  and  the  instruction  which  each 
snccessiye  stage  of  the  Christian  life  requires.  But  it  was  not  his 
discharge  of  this  part  of  his  duty,  which  pressed  upon  his  mind  at 
this  trying  moment.  There  was  a  work  to  be  done  for  all  and  in 
all,  before  this  economy  had  any  place — a  work  in  which  the 
safety  of  their  souls  was  involved.  And  it  was  to  his  fiuthftilness 
in  the  discharge  of  this  part  of  his  office, — ^that  he  had  done  what 
in  him  lay,  to  brine  all  among  whom  he  had  ministered  to  the 
knowledge  of  themselves  as  sinners,  and  of  Christ  as  the  Saviour  of 
sinners, — it  was  to  his  faithfulness  in  this  part  of  his  high  office  that 
he  looked  for  peace  when  he  was  about  to  lay  it  down.  I  trust 
yon  will  imitate  his  faithfulness,  and  so  earn  his  peace :  that  you 
will  call  upon  all  sinners  to  repent,  and  all  to  believe  the  Qospel; 
offering  to  all  free  pardon  and  frill  acceptance  in  Christ^s  name. 
And  that  so,  when  you  come  to  lay  down  the  Miniitry  which  you 
have  received  of  the  Lord  JeeuSy  and  bid  farewell  to  those  among 
tohom  you  have  gone  preaohinff  the  Kingdom  of  God,  you  may  enjoy 
the  comfort  which  sustained  the  Apostle  Paul  in  the  same  trying 
season,  and  feel  with  him,  that  you  are  pure  firom  the  blood  of  <m 
men  ;  your  conscience  bearing  you  witness,  thxt  you  have  nod  shunned 
to  declare  unto  them  all  thb  oounbbl  of  god. 

Peabson,  Dean  op  Salibburt. — 1842. 

S3.  As  a  natural  consequence  of  the  fundamental  error  con- 
cerning Justification,  and  equally  resulting  from  an  undue  regard 
to  the  Traditionary  teaching  of  the  ancient  Church,  is  the  Doctrine 
put  forth  by  writers  of  the  same  School  respecting  the  foryiveneee 
of  sin  after  Baptism — or  rather,  their  denial  of  friU  and  perfect 
forgiveness  to  those  who  thus  sin — ^that  is,  to  eyery  adult  Christian, 
— ^for  no  one  will  ffravelj  maintain,  that  any  exception  can  be  made 
in  favour  even  of  a  single  individual  who,  having  attained  the 
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earliest  exercise  of  the  powers  of  reason,  can  be  imagined  to  be 
free  from  sin. 

34.  Upon  this  point  it  cannot  be  necessary  for  me  to  say  more 
than  a  few  words.  If  the  Gospel  of  Christ  be  not  intended  as  a 
remedy  at  once  for  the  gnilt  and  from  the  power  of  sin,  I  have 
certainly  misapprehended  its  grand  and  merciful  purpose.  Bat 
when  we  find  his  Apostles  exhorting  those  who  had  been  baptized 
to  ^^  come  boldly  to  the  Throne  of  Grace,  that  they  may  obtain 
mercy,*'  and  assuring  us  that  "  if  any  man,^'  that  is,  any  Christian 
man,  ^'  sin*^ — and  ^^  there  is  no  man  that  sinneth  not'' — ^^  we  have 
an  Advocate  with  the  Father,  Jesus  Christ,  the  righteous,  and  that 
he  is  the  propitiation  for  our  sins," — ^that  ^^  his  blood  deanseth  from 
all  sin  ;'^ — and  when  we  hear  the  Church  in  her  daily  Service 
declaring,  in  the  language  of  Scripture,  that  *^  To  the  Lord  our 
God  belong  mercies  and  forgivenesses,  though  we  have  rebelled 
against  him  ;^  that  "  if  we  confess  our  sins,  God  is  faithful  and  just 
to  forgive  us  our  sins,  and  to  cleanse  us/rom  all  unrighteatunesSf* — 
exhorting  us  "  to  confess  our  manifold  sins  and  wickedness,^  "  to 
the  end  that  we  may  obtain  forgiveness  of  the  same,^  and  pro- 
nouncing to  the  penitent  "  the  absolution  and  remission  of  their 
sins;^  teaching  us,  in  one  of  her  Collects,  that  Almighty  Gh>d 
*'  doth  forgive  the  sins  of  all  them  that  are  penitent,^  and  that,  so 
repenting,  "  we  may  obtain  of  him,  the  God  of  all  mercy,  perfect 
remission  and  forgiveness  f — and  when  we  find  her  in  one  of  her 
Articles*  condemning  those  ^^  who  deny  the  place  of  forgiveness  to 
such  as  truly  repent,^  and  in  one  of  her  Homilies-f*  declaring  speci- 
fically, "  that  they  which  in  act  or  deed  do  sin  after  their  Bapttem^ 
when  they  turn  again  to  God  unfeignedly,  are  likewise  washed  by  the 
sacrifice  of  Christ  from  their  sins  in  such  sort  that  there  remaineth 
not  any  spot  of  sin^  that  shall  be  imputed  to  their  damnation  \*^ — 
when  all  this  is  considered,  one  cannot  but  be  surprised  at  the 
statements  which  have  been  made  upon  this  alMmportaut  subject, 
so  plainly  and  undeniably  at  variance  with  these  assurances  of 
Holy  Scripture,  and  these  corresponding  declarations  and  instruc- 
tions of  our  Church.^ 

*  Article  16.  f  Homily  of  Salyation,  Pari  I. 

B  The  subjoined  extracts  are  quoted  hy  Mr.  Ward  in  the  Briiith  Criiie  for  April,  1842, 
from  Mr.  Hburtlby*8  admirable  Sermons  before  the  Uniyersity  of  Oxford,  on  The 
Vmon  between  C^riet  and  hie  people, 

'*  *  There  is  no  sin,  however  deadly  in  its  nature  and  circnmstanoefli,  which,  if  the 
Holy  Spirit  be  not  wholly  withdrawn,  is  past  remedy.  The  case  may  indeed  be  diffi- 
cult, and  may  require  the  most  watchful  care  and  patient  assiduity ;  still  if  the  broken 
and  contrite-hearted  penitent  can  be  brought  to  raise  the  eye  of  Faith  to  Him  ..... 
he  shall  live.*  p.  113.—*  Let  them  come  back  with  the  Prodigal  Son^i  words  upon  their 

lips and  let  them  not  doubt  that  He  who  is  the  Father will  receive 

tiiem So  far  from  putting  them,  as  it  were,  among  his  servanUy  he  will  run  to 

meet  tiiem,  and  fall  upon  their  neck  and  kiea  them,*  &c.  p.  J 17.** 

Upon  tiiese  passages  Mr.  Ward  observes,  "  Now  here  we  must  seriously  protest 
against  the  total  omission  of  any  allusion  to  Penance  (sic J.  Where  can  Mr.  Hkurt- 
LEY  find  Soriplure  (no)  warrant  for  expressing  this  confident  hope,  in  the  case  of  those 
who  have  sinned  grievously  after  Baptism  ?*'— Ed. 
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35.  It  is  true,  that  aince  tlie  first  publication  of  the  eironeons 
and  discouraging  sentiments  in  question,  one  of  their  principal 
authors  has  admitted  that  they  were  ^^  imperfect^  as  making  no 
mention  of  the  healing  and  comforting  power  of  Absolution,  or  the 
pardoning  grace  in  the  Holy  Eucharist;''^  an  acknowledgment 
which,  however  creditable  to  his  candour,  would  haye  been  more 
satis&ctoiT  if,  instead  of  merely  confessing  the  omission,  angular 
as  even  that  may  seem,  of  a  reference  to  a  ministerial  act,  and  to ' 
the  efficacy  of  a  Sacrament,  it  had  unequiyocall^  retracted  the 
original  and  still  prevailing  statement,  as  inconsistent  with  the 
testimony  of  Holy  Scripture,  and  with  the  great  purpose  and 
design  of  Ohristianity  itself. 


I  with  a  Tiew  to  femedy  this  imperfeetion  that  Dr.  Pusst  preaohed,  in  the 
of  Christ  Chufch,  his  too  painf aUy^notorioos  Sennon,  **  Th§  Holy  Ewihatiti 


•  Iti 
CathedialofC 

a  eomfoH  to  the  Feniteni.**  It  is  abnost  unnecessary  to  add,  that  the  Doctrinal  state- 
ments contained  in  this  Sermon^  having  heen  duly  examined  according  to  the  Statutes* 
by  the  appointed  tribunal,  led  to  the  suspension  of  Dr.  Pusxt  from  preaehins  within 
the  precmGts  of  the  Uniyersit^  for  the  space  of  two  years.  The  Doctors  of  DiTinity 
niio  constituted  the  Theological  Board  on  this  yery  important  but  tiying  ocossion, 

The  Rey.  Pa.  Wtmtxr,  President  of  St  John^  College,  and  Vice-chancellor. 


The  Rey.  E.  Hawkins,  Proyost  of  OrieL 
The  Bey.  B.  P.  Symons,  Warden  of  Wad- 
ham. 
The  Bey.  O.  FAvasBTT,  Margaret  Pro- 
•  of  Diyinity. 


The  Rey.  B.  Jbnktns,  Master  of  BallioL 
The  Bey.  C.  A.  Oonyn,  Professor    of 

Pastoral  Theology. 
The  Bey.  B,  W.  Jslf,  Canon  of  Christ 

Church. 
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CHAPTER  XVI. 

THB  SUOHA&IST. TBANSUB0TAMTIATION. 


Wilson,  Bishop  op  Calcutta. — 1838. 
rtde  Par.  3,  in  Chap.  XXV. ;  and  Par.  17^  Chap.  V III. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  of  Ezvtbb. — 1839. 

29.  Let  me  now  saj  a  few  words  of  the  other  Sacrament : — 

30.  ^When  any  of  ns  speak  of  tliis  great  mystery  in  terms  best 
suited  to  its  high  spiritual  nature ;  when,  for  instance,  we  speak  of 
the  recU  presence  of  Christ^s  Body  and  Blood  in  the  Holt  Eucharist, 
there  is  raised  a  cry,  as  if  we  were  symbolizing  with  the  Chardi  of 
Bome,  and  as  if  this  presence,  because  jt  is  real,  can  be  nothing 
else  than  the  gross  carnal  corporeal  presence  indicated  in  the 
Doctrine  of  Transubstantiation.^    Now  here,  as  with  respect  to 


1  This  and  the  foUowinff  pangraph  form  tinks  in  the  Catena  appended  to  Db.  Pusbt^ 
Sermon  on  the  Eu^tarist,  in  order  "  that  some  might  he  Bayed  nom  objecting  to  what, 
though  often  taught,  may  be  new  to  them,  when  they  see  that  the  same  and  thinn 

much  stronger  have  been  taught  by  a  series  of  Divines  in  our  Church taught 

partly  without  rebuke,  partly  with  authority,  in  our  later  English  Church.**— Preface, 
p.  6. 

Compare  also  the  Bishop  of  Exxtkr^s  interpretation  of  our  Lord^  Discourse  in  the 
Sixth  Chapter  of  St  John,  (Charge  of  1842,  par.  38,  p.  352,  tupra^)  with  that  of  Da. 
PusxT,  in  his  Sermon  on  the  Eucharist^  pp.  6,  7,  8 ;  and  that  of  Mr.  Nbwman,  in  hii 
Discourse  on  TTte  Eucharistio  Presence,  vol.  6.  p.  148,  &c.-.EId. 

>  The  Bishop  op  Exetxr,  in  his  Charge  of  1842,  speiUdng  of  the  Doctrine  of  the 
*'  Real  Presence,**  as  held  by  the  Tractarians,  and  *<  explained  at  (hey  have  espUrined 
t/,**  insinuates  that  their  views  have  been  misrepresented  by  their  opponents.  (See 
pars.  28 — 28,  pp.  342—348,  tupra.)  The  following  are  specimens  of  the  languafe  em- 
pl^ed  by  the  leaders  of  the  party  upon  this  subject : — 

I.  Mr.  Froudx,  after  comparmg  the  *'  scepticism**  of  Protestants  as  to  the  ^ARraeie 
qf  the  Eucharut,'^  with  the  '*  truly  Protestant  spirit  qf  Balaam,**  observes—"  The 
angel  of  the  Lord  was  as  really  standing  in  the  way  before  Balaam  saw  him  as  after- 
wards ;  and  the  Bread  and  Wine  may  become  as  really  the  Body  and  Blood  qf  Christ, 
though  we  perceive  it  not,  as  though  we  perceived  it.** 

II.  The  note  of  Mr.  Fkoudx*8  Editors  upon  this  passage  is  in  exact  accordance 
with  the  views  of  the  Bishop  of  Exbter,  as  stated  in  pars.  §8, 39  {vide  supra,  p.  362). 
'^  These  reflections,**  say  they,  **  throw  light  upon  St.  Paul's  words  about  *  eating  and 
drinking  judgment  to  one*&  seLT,*  as  '  not  aisceminy  (sic)  the  Lord^  Body.*  ** 

**  I  conclude  then,"  continues  Mr.  Froudx,  ''that  the  ailments  against  the  iHinidS? 
of  the  Eucharist,  whether  drawn  from  reason  or  the  senses,  are  far  from  infallible ;  and 
that  God  wiU  make  but  little  alUneanoe  for  them  should  they  in  the  end  prove  faiseJ**-^ 
Froude^s  Remains,  part  ii.,  vol.  i.  pp.  66,  67. 

"  As  to  the  sense  in  which  it  is  true  to  say,  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  are  present 
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Baptism,  I  will  not  argae  the  point,  but  will  merely  refer  to  the 
langoage  of  onr  CSmrch  in  those  authorized  declarations  of  its 


on  tfM  Alter,  many  pawns  may  entortoin  doiiMs  about  it ;  bat  that  then  is  any  con- 
tradiction in  SQimiMUif  the  verp  Botfy  ^  Chru$^  tMoh  w  m  A#sM»y  U  6f  aUo  on  lAs 
AUar,  they  wilQ  I  think,  see  to  be  an  iffnorani  prtiudice.^* 

Upon  this  Mk.  Fbouob^b  Eoitobs  make  the  following  eonunent  :-»'<  If  this  state- 
ment a|^>eacs  to  any  one  startling,  from  its  aeeminff  oontvariety  to  the  Bnbrie  of  onr 
Chnieh  abont  kneeling  at  the  Holy  Comnumion,  he  may  considEBr,  Flnt,  Whether  the 
nee  of  the  word  Natural  in  that  Kubric  does  not  go  fitf  to  do  away  the  eontradiction. 
The  Chnrdi  of  England  deariy  intended  to  deny  anv  finm  Oorporai  (tie J  Presence, 
such  ae  is  implied  in  die  eoarse  questions  frequently  debated  in  eonneetion  with  Tian- 
*  I  shor^  she  aiSums  a  jrpiH^iia/ f^n^^  presence,  and  the  author  afl^^ 


sgbstantiatinn,    Ini       ,  _  ^  ^ ,_ 

the  presence  qf  a  SjnrihuU  Body,  Secondly,  In  so  far  as  there  is  any  contradiction,  it 
is  not  on  a  sacred  Truth,  bnt  in  a  poini  qf  PhUoeophy .-  on  a  premisB,  not  <m  a  con- 
dnsion :  on  sach  a  matter,  that  we  may  fiurly  donbt  the  acooraey  of  the  reasoning  on 
which  the  reviseffs  of  the  Litnigy  proceeded,  without  impugning  thehr  statement  as 
contrary  to  the  Word  of  God.**-^l&.  p.  62.  See,  in  connection  with  this  subject,  the 
quotation  from  Profsssob  Qarbbtt,  note  6,  k^roy  p.  412. 

A  further  illustration  of  the  sentiments  of  Ma.  Faouna  will  be  found  at  p.  416, 
note  a. 

III.  The  views  of  the  Rsv.  Isaac  Williams,  Author  of  the  Tmete  an  Heserve,  are 
ezemplifted  in  note  4,  p.  416. 

IV.  A  specimen  of  Mr.  Palmkr*8  notions  **  with  respect  to  Transubstantiation,^  has 
been  already  given  in  Chap.  IV.    See  note  8,  p.  74. 

V.  Mr.  NnwMAi«*s  **  explanation**  of  the  manner  in  which  his  Doctrine  of  the 
£iieharist  may  be  reconciied  with  the  teaehin|p  of  the  Church  in  the  Twenty-eighth 
Article,  has  been  commented  upon  with  no  httle  severity  by  the  Bishop  op  Exxtkr 
hinnelf.  See  his  Lordship^B  remarks  upon  Tract  90,  in  Cnap.  XXI.,  ii\fra.  The  fol- 
lowing pasesge  has  appeared  since  the  puUication  of  the  Bishop's  Chaige,  and  Mr. 
Newman's  resignation  of  his  preferment  in  the  Church  of  Englana  - — 

^  Such  seems  to  be  the  connection  between  the  feast  wiUi  ^Huch  our  Lord  began, 
and  that  with  which  He  ended  his  Ministfy.  Nay,  may  we  not  add,  without  violence, 
that  in  the  former  feast  He  had  in  mind  and  intended  to  foreshadow  the  latter?  for 
what  was  that  iirst  mkacle  bv  which  He  manifested  his  glory  in  the  former,  but  the 
strange  and  awful  change  of  the  element  of  water  into  wine  ?  and  what  did  He  in  the 
latter,  but  cban^  the  Paschal  Supper  and  the  Typical  Lamb  into  the  Sacrament  of 
his  atoning  sacnfioe,  and  the  creatures  of  Bread  and  Wine  tn/o  the  veritie*  qf  hU  moei 
preeUfiu  Body  and  Bloodf  Hs  bboan  his  Ministrt  with  a  miraclk  ;  Hb  xndso  rr 
wiTB  A  ORXATBR.'** — Setmont  on  Subjects  qf  the  Day,  p.  43. 

VI.  See  also  **  The  Doctrine  of  Ute  Catholic  Church  in  England  on  the  Hoty  Euchar^ 
iti^  iUuatraied  by  extracts  from  her  Cheat  Dimnes  r^  a  Pamphlet  to  which  I  took  the 
liberty  of  calling  public  attention,  soon  after  its  appearance,  m  a  Letter  to  the  Bishop  qf 
Os^ford,  entitled  *'  7%«  Tracts  for  the  Times  oontinue<L**  In  this  letter  I  endeavoured, 
by  internal  evidence,  to  trace  the  production  of  the  Tract  in  question  to  the  Rxv.  Isaac 
WILLL4IIS,  the  avowed  Author  of  the  Two  TVaets  on  Reserve,  as  well  as  of  Tract  86^  on 
the  ^*  Indieaiions  of  a  Superintending  Providence  in  the  PreservaHon  qf  the  Prayer 
Booky  and  tn  the  Changes  wMoh  it  has  undergone.^ 

A  truly  jesuitioal  reply,  purporting  to  bear  the  signature  of  Mr.  Williams,-..but  for 
which  I  eaimot  bring  myself  to  give  that  gentieman  credit,— appeared  soon  after,  in 
the  columns  of  a  weekly  newspaper  called  The  Church  Intelligencer^  leaving  the  question 
of  Mr.  WflliamslB  authorship  just  where  it  was  before.  It  is,  however,  now  very  gene- 
rally known,  that  the  Tract  alluded  to  was  from  the  pen  of  Mr.  P.  Rknoup,  of  Pembroke 
College,  a  gentieman  who,  very  soon  after  its  publication,  became  a  convert  from 
Tractarianism  to  Popery ! 

VII.  Dr.  Pusrt,  sp^Jdng  of  the  Catena  appended  to  his  Sermon  on  ihe  Eucharist, 
observes,  '*  Some  of  the  materials  of  the  Catena  have  been  already  used  nc  prxviovs 
XXPLANATIONS  ON  THB  DocTRiNB  ;^  adding  in  a  Note,  **  Tracts,  rfo  81 ;  Mr.  New- 
man's Letter  to  Dr.  Faussett ;  Bishop  qf  EseeterU  Charge;  My  Letter  to  Dr.  Jelf ; 
Thb  Doctrinb  op  THB  Catholic  Chvrch  in  Englano  on  THB  Holt  Eucharist.** 
— iNv/MS  to  ^  The  Holy  Eucharist  a  Contort  to  the  Penitent,*^  p.  6. 

This  recognition  of  Mr.  Bxmoup^s  Tract,  especially  after  the  secesrion  of  itf  author 
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Doctrine  to  which  we  have  assented,  and  in  those  Formulariefc 
which  we  have  both  expressly  approved  and  solemnly  engaged  to  use. 
31.  It  is  very  true,  that  none  of  these  Declarations  or  Formu- 
laries use  the  phrase  ^^real  presence;'^  and,  therefore,  if  any  should 
attempt  to  impose  the  use  of  that  phrase  as  necessary,  he  would  bo 
justly  open  to  censure  for  requiring  what  the  Church  does  not 
require.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  we  adopt  the  phrase,  as  not 
only  aptly  expressing  the  Doctrine  of  the  Church,  but  also  as 
commended  to  our  use  by  the  practice  of  the  soimdest  Divines  of 
the  Church  of  England,  m  an  age  more  distinguished  for  depth,  as 
well  as  soundness,  of  Theology,  than  the  present — such  as  Arch- 
bishops Bramhall,*  Sharp,f  and  Wake,!^  (all  of  whom  do  not 

*  Braiiihall*8  Works,  tome  1,  p.  15. 

-f-  Sharped  Sermons,  vol.  viL  p.  368. 

X  Wake's  Discourse  on  the  Holy  Eucharist,  Chap.  2.  '^  Of  the  Beal  Presenoe 
acknowledged  by  the  Church  of  England/*  <<  The  Bread  and  Wine,  after  consecration, 
are  Oe  real,  but  the  aptritual  and  mydieal  Body  o/CkritC* 

to  the  Church  of  Borne,  is  worthy  of  notice,  as  tending  to  elucidate  Da.  Pusey*8  own 
▼lews  on  the  subject  of  the  Eucharist     See  lUso  Note  1,  page  414,  i^fra, 

VIII.  Db.  Hook  has  openly  adopted  the  yiews  of  Dr.  Pusey  in  the  Hollowing 
words: — 

**  By  the  publication  of  your  truly  evangelietU  Sermon  on  the  Eucharist,  ^u  hay4 
put  to  nlence  the  ignoranoe  qf  fooliik  men,  and  I  am  only  uttering  the  sentiment  of 
thousands  when  I  venture  to  affirm  that  it  may  be  said  of  you,  as  it  was  said  of  one 
who  suffered  injustice  from  the  Church  of  Rome,  that  if,  peradventm^,  you  have  ened 
by  loving  your  God  too  much,  your  enenUet  have  erred  by  loving  their  nd^bour  too 
little.  **-^S^rm(m  at  Consecration  of  SL  John^a  Churt^y  Hawardm,  1843,  XWicolion, 
p.  4.-.ED. 

3  The  following  is  the  only  passage  quoted  firom  Archbishop  Wake,  in  the  List  of 
Authorities  attached  to  Da.  Pusxy^b  Sermon  : — 

"  The  Bread  which  we  break  is,  not  only  in  figjure  and  similitude,  but  by  a  real 
Spiritual  Communion,  his  Body.  The  Cup  of  Blessing  which  we  bless  is  by  toe  samci 
Communion  his  Blood.**  > 

I  subjoin  a  few  sentences  which  might  have  been  added,  and  which  fully  etplaiBL  the 
Archbiuiop*s  views  upon  this  important  question : — 

'<  Op  THB  Bbal  Prxskncx,  as  acknowlxoobd  by  us  op  Chubt*8  Body  and 
Blood  in  this  Sacrambnt.** 

''  That  which  is  given  by  the  Priest  to  the  Communicant  is,  as  to  its  MiAfre,  the  same 
after  Consecration  that  it  was  before^-.viz.,  Bread  and  Wwe :  only  alteired  as  to  its  I7» 
and  S^niJioatioH. 

"  If  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  be  not  really  given  and  distributed  by  the  Priest^ 
how  can  they  he  really  and  indeed  taken  and  leceived  by  the  faithful  Communicant  ? 

^<  That  wmch  is  given  by  the  Priest  is,  as  to  its  substance.  Bread  and  Wine :  as  to 
its  Sacramental  Nature  and  SigniJicatuM^  it  is  the  Fiffwre  or  RgpretetdatuM  of  Christ^ 
Body  and  Blood,  which  was  broken  and  shed  for  us.  The  very  Body  and  Blood  of 
Christ,  ae  yet  it  vi  not ;  but  being  with  Faith  and  Piety  received  by  the  Communicant. 
U  becomes  to  him,  by  the  blestmg  of  God,  and  the  grace  of  the  Holy  Cfhoet,  the  very  Body  and 
Blood  of  Christ 

*'  How  does  the  Bread  and  Wine  become  to  the  faithful  and  worthy  Communicant 
the  very  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ? 

*'  As  It  entitles  him  to  a  part  in  the  Sacrifice  of  his  death,  and  to  the  benefits  thezeby 
procured  to  all  his  faithful  and  obedient  servants. 

"  How  does  every  such  Communicant  take  and  reoeive  the  Body  and  Blood  of 
Christ  in  this  Sacrament  ? 

"  By  Fa^ :  and  by  means  whereof  he  who  comes  worthily  to  the  Holy  Tshle,  is  as 
truly  entitled  to  a  part  in  Christ's  Sacrifice,  by  receiving  the  Sacramental  Bread  and 
Wine,  which  is  there  delivered  to  him,  as  any  man  is  en&led  to  an  estate,  by  reeeM^  a 
deed  of  eoneeyanoe  Jrom  one  who  has  a  power  to  surrender  it  to  Ins  useTm^I^rinegAt  qf  the 
Christian  Religion,  sect  48.~Ed. 
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only  express  their  own  judgment,  but  also  are  witnesses  of  the 
general  judgment  of  the  Church  in  and  before  their  days:  ^* No 
genuine  eon  of  the  Church  of  England^  says  Bramhall,  ^^  did  ever 
deny  a  true  Beal  Presence'^) : — if,  I  say,  wie  adopt  the  phrase 
used  by  such  men  as  these,  and  even  by  some  of  those  who,  at 
the  Reformation,  sealed  with  their  blood  their  testimony  to  the 
Truth  against  the  Doctrine  of  Home,  (I  allude  especially  to  Bishops 
Ridley*  and  Latimer, — ^and  even  to  Cranmer,  who  when  he 
avoided  the  phrase  so  abused  bv  the  Romanists,  did  yet  employ 
equivalent  words,)  it  will  be  sufficient  for  the  justification  both  of 
them  and  of  us,  to  shew  that  the  language  of  the  Ohurch  itself  does, 
in  fact,  express  the  same  thing,  though  in  different  terms.  Still, 
I  fully  admit,  that  Ghristian  discretion  would  bid  us  forbear  from 
the  use  of  the  phrase,  if  the  objection  to  it  were  founded  on  a 
sincere  apprehension  of  giving  offence  to  tender  consciences ;  and 
not,  as  there  is  too  much  reason  to  believe,  on  an  aversion  to  the 
great  truth  which  it  is  employed  to  express. 

32.  That  truth  is,  no  other  than  is  declared  in  the  Catechism, 
that  the  ^^  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  are  verily,  and  indeed,  taken  and 

*  RiDLiT.— .^I  ny  ^0  Body  ofChrid  ia  pnmd  in  the  Saonunents;  bat  jet  saora- 
mentallj  and  spiritaall^,  aeeordinff  to  bis  gnMse-giTing  life ;  and  in  that  respect  1100%, 
that  18,  according  to  his  Benediction,  giving  life.  The  true  Church  of  Christ  doth 
acknowledge  a  Aesence  of  Christ's  Body  in  the  Lord'A  Supper  to  be  communicated 
to  the  godly  by  grace,  and  spiritually,  as  I  have  often  shewed,  and  by  a  Sacramental 
signification,  bnt  not  by  the  corporeal  Presence  of  the  Body  of  his  Flesh.** — Fox's 
AcU  amd  MoimmeiUt.    London,  1S84,  p.  61. 

Latiicxb. — ^^To  the  risht  celebration  of  the  Lord's  Sn^r,  there  is  no  other  Pre- 
■enee  of  Christ  required  than  a  Spiritual  Presence ;  and  this  presence  is  sufficient  for 
a  Christian  man,  as  a  presence  bpr  whidi  we  abide  in  Christ,  and  Christ  abideth  in  us, 
to  the  obtaining  of  eternal  life  if  we  perserere :  and  iku  aame  PreteuM  miag  60  eoXUd 
mo^fidy  a  Rood  Premmoe ;  that  is,  a  presence  not  feignod,  but  a  true  and  faithful 
presence.  **-^6mI.  p.  66. 

Cranmbr.^^'  When  I  say,  and  repeat  many  times  in  my  Book,  that  the  Body  of 
Christ  is  present  in  them  that  worthily  receive  the  Sacrament,  lest  any  man  should 
mistake  my  words,  and  think  that  I  mean  that,  although  Christ  be  not  corporally  in 
the  outward  visible  signs,  yet  he  is  corporally  in  the  Persons  that  duly  receive  them,— . 
this  is  to  advertise  the  reader  that  I  mean  no  such  thing.  But  my  meaning  is,  that 
Hm  fimxy  ihB  graee^  ike  virtue^  amd  hemefUa  of  CkroTi  Body,  that  was  crucified  for  us, 
and  of  his  blood  that  was  shed  for  us,  be  realfy  and  eftctuaUy  premd  with  all  them  that 
duly  receive  the  Sacrament.  **— Pr^&M  to  kit  Book  agamd  Buhop  Qardmer. 

Cranmkr,  in  his  '<  Book  on  the  Sacrament,**  says,  after  ChrytoUom,  **  In  them  that 
ri^tlv  receive  the  Bread  and  Wine,  Ckrisi  is  in  a  muck  more  perfection  than  oorportMlly 
(which  should  avail  them  nothing) ;  but  m  tkem  ke  is  spirituaUy,  with  his  Divine 
powers,  giving  them  the  eternal  life.'* — Fatkers  of  tke  Enyliak  Ckurd^  voL  iii. 
p.  867. 

A  nun,  after  Jokn  Danuueene:^^*  Unto  them  that  worthily  eat  and  drink  the  Bread 
and  Wine,  to  them  tke  Bread  and  Wine  be  Ckrist^s  PUsk  and  Blood:  that  is^  by  things 
natural,  and  which  they  be  accustomed  unto,  they  be  exalted  unto  thmgs  above 
nature.     For  ike  Sacramental  Bread  and  Wine  he  not  bare  and  naked  fibres,  but  so  pithy 

and  effeetuou8y  that  wkoeoeoer  eatetk  tkem,  eaietk  spiritually  CkrisCs  FUsk  and  Blood."^ 

*'  Sudi  as,  by  unfeigned  faith,  worthil;^  receive  the  Bread  and  Wine :  such  persons, 
through  the  working  of  ^e  Holy  Spirit,  be  so  knit  and  united  spirituaUy  to  Ckrisfs 
Flesk  and  Blood,  and  to  his  Divinity  likewise,  that  they  he /ed  witk  tkem  unto  ever- 
hfting  life.**— /Mtf.  474. 
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received  by  the  faithful  in  the  Lord's  Supper.''^  "  The  Body  and 
Blood  of  Christ^  are  ^Hbe  inward  and  spiritual  grace ^  of  thia 
Sacrament,  They  must,  therefore,  be  as  really,  thongh  inwardly 
and  spiritnally,  present  in  the  Sacrament,  as  are  the  Bread  and 
Wine  wluch  are  outwardly  and  sensibly  present.^  A^in,  in  the 
Twenty-eiffhth  Article,  it  is  said,  *^  The  Body  of  Chnst  is  giren, 
taken,  and  eaten  in  the  Supper,  only  after  an  heavenly  and  spiritual 
manner.^ 

S3.  Now  this  is  what  is  meant  by  the  real  presence  of  the  Body 
and  Blood  of  Christ  in  the  Gommunion :  in  it  there  is  an  actual 
communication  to  the  fidthful  receivers  of  the  Body  and  Blood  of 
Christ — not  merely  as  those  who  depreciate  the  Sacrament  would 
represent,  a  memorial  or  token,  by  which  our  minds  are  directed  to 
tie  remembraf^e  and  contemplation  ofH^  death  ofChrut^  and  ofihs 
henefiU  which  we  receive  thereby — ^mr  this  a  picture  or  a  crucifix 
might  be,  ay,  and  better  be — (so  much  more  like  to  Popery  is 
ultrar Protestantism,  than  the  sound  Doctrine  of  our  Church) ;  but 
there  is,  I  repeat,  in  this  Sacrament,  an  actual  communication  to 
the  faithful  of  the  sacrificed  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ,  **  the  true 
Bread  from  Heaven,^  the  true  spiritual  food,  by  which  *'  our  souls 
are  strengthened  and  refreshed,  as  our  bodies  are  by  Bread  and 
Wine.^  This  it  is,  which  the  Scriptures  tell  us,  he  that  eateth  and 
drinketh  unworthily  **  discemeth  not^  in  the  Lord's  Supper ;  and, 
because  he  discerneth  it  not,  ^^  eateth  and  drinketh  damnation''  (or, 
as  the  margin  expresseth  it,  '^judgment")  unto  himself.*^ 

•  1  Cor.  xL  29. 

^  ^010  they  are  tbiu  **  taken  and  received  **  has  been  already  explained  by  AncH- 
B18H0P  Waks,  of  whom  the  Bishop  of  Exstbr  observes,  that  he  *^  not  only  expresses 
his  own  judgment,  but  also  is  a  witness  of  the  general  jadgment  of  the  Ghiiroh  in  and 
before  his  cuivs." — See  par.  31,  mpra. — En. 

5  «  The  Church  of  England  ** — says  Propxssor  Gakbxtt,  in  his  able  ReviBw  ^ 
Dr.  Putey^i  Sermon — *' peremptorily  denies  a  Corporeal  or  Maieriai  Presence ;  any  heal 
pretetice  whatsoever  of  Christ^s  Body ;  wheUier  you  call  that  Bo(fy  epiniual  or  not, 
alters  not  the  case ;  no  bodjf  is  literally  present ;  words  are  incapable  of  ennneiaiing 
a  meaning,  if  this  is  not  the  intention  of  the  declaration  appended  to  the  Communion 
Service.  They  may  be  instruments  of  sophists  to  wrangle  with,  or  to  palter  with  the 
nunds  of  simple  men  *,  but  to  express  a  distinct  and  honest  proposition  taey  are  henoo- 
forth  useless.**— Pref.  p.  6_£o. 

<>  The  italics  are  not  his  Lordship^s.  I  hope  I  may  be  permitted  to  observe,  withoot 
appearing  to  **  depreciate  the  Sacrament,**  that  '*  the  remembrance  of  the  death  of 
Christ,  and  of  the  benefits  which  we  receive  thereby,**  is  declared  by  our  Church  to  be 
the  express  purpose  for  which  "  the  Sacrament  of  the  Lord*&  Supper  was  ordained  {**  and 
that  she  teaches  us  in  the  Communion  Service,  that  ^'  Christ  instituted  and  orduned** 
these  "  Holy  Mysteries  as  pledges  of  his  love,  and  for  a  continual  remembrance  of  His 
death.** — Bishop  Portxus,  commenting  on  Matt  26 — 29,  observes,  "  The  meaning  is, 
this  is  the  last  time  that  this  Supper  shall  be  a  representation  of  the  Passover. 
It  shall  hereafter  take  a  new  signification.  When  mv  kingdom  (that  is,  my  religion) 
is  fully  confirmed  and  establish^  by  my  rising  from  the  dead,  this  Supper  shall  be  the 
memorial  of  a  more  noble  sacrifice.  The  Passover,  which  was  a  type  of  the  redemption 
to  be  wrought  by  me,  shall  be  fulfilled  and  completed  bv  my  death  and  resurrection. 
The  shadow  passes  awav  ;  the  substance  takes  place ;  and  when  you  eat  this  Siq>per  in 
remembrance  of  me,  there  will  I  be  virtually  present  amongst  you ;  and  your  souls 
shall  be  nourished  and  refreshed  by  my  grace,  as  your  bodies  are  by  the  bcead  and 
wine.** — Lecturei  on  Si.  Matthew^  Iject.  21.— .Ed. 

"^   Vide  wpra  notes  8.  1, 2.  p.  363<— Ed. 
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84.  Now  let  US,  I  beseech  you,  often  and  earnestly  impress  on 
owe  people  both  the  necessity  of  our  partaking  of  this  spiritual  food, 
and  also  the  ground  of  that  necessity.  It  is  implied  in  that  passage 
of  St.  Paul  to  the  Corinthians  which  tells  us  that,  as  we  have  borne 
the  image  of  the  first  Adam,  so  we  must  bear  the  image  of  the 
second  Adam.* 

35.  The  nature  of  man  we  have  from  Adam,  and  the  corruption 
of  that  nature  by  propagation  from  Adam.  The  nature  of  man 
Christ  had  from  Adam,  but  not  corruption :  for  he  had  not  from 
Adam  by  propagation ;  that  nature  was  made  incorrupt  in  him  by 
the  union  of  Deity  with  it.  Incorruption  we  have  from  Christ. 
The  Spirit  giveth  it ;  but  giveth  it  by  Christ s  Body  and  Blood, 
which  are  the  elements  of  our  spiritual  life ;  and  it  is  our  being 
united  with  this  his  Body  and  Blood  that  makes  us  to  hare  in- 
corruption, and  all  other  the  blessed  '^  fruit,  grace,  and  efficacy  of 
his  Body  and  Blood.^'-|*  The  Sacraments  are  the  instruments  by 
which  this  union  is  given.  In  the  Holy  Eucharist,  the  consecrated 
bread  and  wine  being  the  Body  and  Blood  in  effect^  we  are  thereby 
made  Mystical  Members  of  Christ,  and  He  is  our  Mystical  Head. 

*  1  Cor.  XY.  47  to  the  end. 

•\  See  Hooker,  Book  v.,  secta.  57  and  67.  '^  Tonching  the  tentence  qfimiigfuiii^y  in  this 
eanse,  it  is  evident  how  they  teach  that  Christ  is  personally  there  present ;  yea  present 
whole,  albeit  a  part  of  Christ  be  corporally  absent  from  thence ;  that  Christ,  assisting 
this  heavenly  banquet,  with  his  personal  and  true  presence,  doth,  by  his  own  Divine 
powers,  add  to  the  natural  substance  thereof  supernatural  efficacy,  which  addition  to 
the  nature  of  those  consecrated  elements  changetn  them,  and  maketh  them  that  unto  tw, 
which  otherwise  they  could  not  be — that  to  us  they  are  thereby  made  such  instruments, 
as  mystically  yet  truly,  invisibly  vet  realljf,  work  our  eommumon  and  fdljomhip  with  the 
penon  of  Jeaus  Ckrid,  as  well  in  tnat  He  is  man  as  GK>d,  our  participation  also  in  the 
fruit,  giace,  and  efficacy  of  his  Body  and  Blood."— ^TooAm-'f  Works,  Svo.,  voL  ii., 
p.  336.' 


>  The  subjoined  extract  from  Hookxr  may  suffice  to  shew  with  what  justice  the 
authority  of  that  illustrious  Divine  is  adduced  by  the  Tractarians,  in  support  of  the 
Doctrine  of  tiw  Real  Presence  **e»plamed  a»  th«v  hone  eaepUaned  df.** 

'*  The  Rnl  Pretmee  of  Christ*s  most  blessed  Body  and  Blood  is  not  Oer^ore  to  he 
eovghi  for  m  (he  Saerameni,  but  m  the  worOw  receiver  of  the  Saerametd,  And  witii  this  the 
veiv  order  of  our  Saviour*s  words  agreetn  ;  first,  ^  Take  and  eat  ;*  then,  *  This  is  my 
Body,  which  is  broken  for  you  ;*  first,  *  Drink  ye  all  (^  this  ;*  then  foUoweth,  *  This  is 
my  Blood  of  the  New  Testament,  wMeh  is  shM  for  many  for  the  remission  of  sins.* 
I  see  not  which  way  it  should  be  gathered  by  the  words  of  Christ,  u^en  and  where  the 
Bread  is  his  Body,  or  the  Cup  his  Blood ;  but  oidy  in  the  very  heart  and  soul  of  him  thai 


^  If  on  all  sides  it  be  confessed,  that  the  grace  of  Baptism  is  poured  into  the  soul  of 
man ;  that  by  water  we  receive  it,  although  it  be  neither  seatea  in  the  water,  nor  the 
water  changed  into  it ;  what  should  induce  men  to  thiak,  that  the  grace  of  the  Eucharist  must 
needs  be  in  the  Eueharist,  b^bre  itcanbe  inus  that  receive  it?  The  fruit  of  the  Eucharist  is 
the  partieipation  of  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  There  is  no  sentence  of  Holy  Scripture 
tehieh  saith,  that  we  cannot  by  this  Sacrament  be  made  partakers  of  his  Body  and  Blood, 
eaDcept  th^  befimt  eontained  in  Ae  Sacrament,  or  the  Sacrament  converted  into  them,"'-~.Eedes, 
Pol,  V.  67. 

Compare  the  above  passage  frx>m  Hookxr,  with  the  following  statement  of  Mb. 
BsNOur,  in  the  Tract  to  which  I  have  alluded,  note  2,  p.  40S,  supra, 

**  The  Twenty*ninth  Article  (asserting,  upon  the  autnority  of  St  Augustine,  that  the 
wicked  are  in  no  wise  partakers  of  Christ)  by  no  means  sanctions  the  popular  notion, 
that  want  of  Paith  m  the  recipient  destroys  the  ^ect  of  the  consecration,**^The  Doctrine  </  the 
CathoUe  Chwroh  in  Bnglandj  ^,  p.  8..-.ED. 
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36.  Let  US,  I  repeat,  teach  and  inculcate  these  truths.  Especially, 
let  us  guard  our  people  against  an  error,  which  many  of  the  most 
pious  and  zealous  among  them  are  apt  to  fall  into : — against  exalt- 
ing Faith,  to  the  disparagement  of  the  Sacraments.  True  Christian 
Faith,  true  Christian  humbleness  of  heart  and  mind,  will  make  us 
embrace  or  magnify,  with  thankfiil  and  joyful  reverence,  those  external 
means  of  Grace  which  Christ  himself  hath  been  pleased  to  institute 
and  to  crown  with  His  blessing. 

61.  Affain,  I  lament  to  read  their  advice  to  those  who  are  con- 
tending for  the  truth  against  Romanists,  that  ^'  the  controversy 
about  Transubstantiation  ^  be  kept  in  the  background  ;  because 
it  cannot  well  be  discussed  in  words  at  all  without  the  sacrifice  of 
godly  fear;^'*  as  if  that  tenet  were  not  the  abundant  source  of 
enormous  practical  evils,  which  the  faithful  Advocate  of  the  Truth 
is  bound  to  expose ;  in  particular,  of  the  extravagant  exaltation  of 
the  Bomish  priesthood,  which  seems  to  have  been  its  primary 
object ;  and,  still  worse,  of  that  which  is  its  legitimate  and  neces- 
sarv  consequence,  the  adoration  of  the  Sacramental  Bread  and 
Wme,  which  our  Church  denounces  as  '^  Idolatry  to  be  abhorred 
of  all  faithful  Christians.'' 

Pearson,  Dean  op  Salisbuby. — 1839. 

Vide  Par.  14^  in  Cbap.  V  III. 

SuMNEB,  Bishop  op  Chesteb.— 1841. 

P  Contrary  to  my  original  intention,  I  find  myself  constrained  to 
add  a  few  words  on  the  general  subject,  by  the  terms  of  Dr.  Pusey's 
recent  Letter  to  Dr.  tJelf.  ....  Lest,  therefore,  silence 
should  be  misconstrued,  I  think  it  needful  to  say  that,  in  my  judg- 
ment, a  Clergyman  would  be  departing  from  the  sense  of  the 
Articles  to  which  he  subscribes,  if  he  were  to  speak  of  ...  . 
^^  the  consecrated  elements  as  not  remaining  simply  what  they  were 
before,  and  what  to  sight  they  seem'^f — Art.  28,^  ....     of 

*  Tracts  for  the  Times,  No.  71,  p.  9.  f  Dr.  Pusey  to  Dr.  Jelf,  p.  44. 


9  "  About  the  Holy  EuchariBt."-.ED. 

1  See  note  3^  p.  10,  mpra.  The  whole  passage  will  be  found  at  lengtb  in  Ch^ 
XXI — Eo. 

*  Upon  this  statement  of  the  Bishop  of  Chester,  Da.  Pusby  writes  as  follows  in  his 
Letter  to  the  Archbiahop  of  Canterbury  •'— . 

<'  In  other  points  again,  the  Bishop  of  Chester  shews  what  the  error  is  which  he 
means  to  condemn ;  and  so,  though  ne  rejects  statements  which  are  borne  out  by 
catholic  consent,  there  is  no  reason  to  infer  that  he  rejects  the  truth  they  contain,  but 
only  the  error,  which,  though  they  do  not,  he  supposes  them  to  maintain.  Thus  it  was 
part  of  the  rague  wa^r  of  tninking  in  a  past  penod,  to  suppose  tliat  any  {no)  change  in 
the  eacred  elements  inYolved  Transabetantiation ;  whereas  that  word  desgnates  only 
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the  celebration*' of  the  Lord's  Sapper,  as  a  propitiatory  sacrifice 
offered  by  the  priest — Art.  31.:  "an  offering  for  the  quick  and 
dead  for  the  remissien  of  sin.^*] 

Maltby,  Bishop  op  Durham. — 1841. 
rtde  Par.  4,  in  Chap.  XXY. 

LoNGLEY,  Bishop  op  Ripon. — 1841. 
Vide  Par.  6^  in  Chap.  VI. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  op  Exeter. — 1842. 
Vide  Pars.  28.  37-.a9,  in  Chap.  XII. 

MnsoRAYE,  Bishop  op  Hereford. — 1842. 

25.  Neither  ought  we  in  sacred  things  to  use  words  at  random, 
as  if  language  could  neyer  lead  to  error.     Whereas,  irreparable 

•  Dr.  Pnsey  to  Dr.  Jelf,  p.  «0 ^Tract  63. 


that  particnlar  chanee,  'whereby  the  subBtance  of  the  sacred  elements  oeasee  to  be.* 
When,  then^  he  condemns  (p.  ^9\  as  *  departing  from  the  sense  of  the  Articles,*  those 
who  '  speak  of  the  consecrated  elements  as  noi  remaimnff  timpfy  what  they  were  htfore^ 
and  what  to  eight  they  teem*  (the  italics  are  not  Dr.  Pusey^B — Ed.),  and  refers,  as  his 
authority,  to  the  Article  condemning  TransubstantiatioD,  we  may  plainly  limit  his 
condemnation  to  this,  and  not  suppose  him  to  contravene  Antiquity,  which  continually 
affirms  a  (no)  change,  as  Indeed  it  is  implied  by  the  prayer  for  the  descent  of  the 
Holy  Ghost  in  all  ancient  Liturgies,  except  the  Roman,  and  by  the  very  act  of 
eonsecration.** — ^p.  73. 

Db.  Po9st*s  views  of  the  ''change  in  the  sacred  elements**  after  consecratioD,  have 
been  more  fully  developed  in  his  Sermon  en  the  Eucharist,  and  are  thus  stated  by 
pRonneoR  Lax,  in  his  learned  and  unanswerable  reply  to  that  publication : — 

"  Avoidine  every  thing,  therefore,  that  can  trench  upon  miracle  or  mystery,  I  will 
affirm  that  the  moch — no  matter  how  ineffable  this  might  be  in  certain  respects — ^under 
which  the  consecrated  elements  can  be  said  to  bbcoms  the  real  Body  and  Blood  of  our 
Lord,  must  be  one  of  these  two ;  viz.  1.  Either  that  by  which  their  condition  only  is 
believed  to  have  undergone  a  change  ;  that  is  to  say,  whereas  they  previously  were, 
and  were  looked  upon  as,  common  Bread  and  Wine,  they  are  now  to  m  oousidered  as  of 
an  entirely  new  and  different  character,  as  set  apart  and  made  holy  by  means  of  the 
sacred  rites  to  which  they  have  been  subjected :  and  hence  are  to  be  considered  as  the 
ffery  Body  and  Blood  qf  the  Saviour,  and  are,  by  Faith,  to  be  taken  as  such :  or, 
2.  That  other  mode,  by  which  their  nature  and  essence  has  actually  undergone  such  a 
dumge^  that  they  have  now  bboomi,  have  been  converted  into,  Ae  very  real, 
eubetantial,  and  true  Flesh  and  Blood  of  Christ ;  and  are  really  and  truly  what  the 
Hteral  acceptation  of  the  terms  of  Institution, '  This  is  my  body,*  Ac,  necessarily 
require.  Tou  have  chceen  1A0  latter  of  these  two  modes.  The  very  circumstance  of 
leaving  'IA«  mode  *  undetermined,  cannot  but  imply  that  some  such  mode  is  to  be  believed. 
I  can  conceive  of  no  other  object  for  the  introduction  of  this  consideration  at  alL  And 
if  this  is  to  be  believed,  then  I  affirm,  all  the  consequences,  so  admirably  reprobated  bv 
Bbamhall,  which  grew  out  of  the  Romish  figment  of  Transubstantiation,  may,  with 
equal  propriety  be  ascribed  to  this  opinion  of  yours.  **«- Acinar A»im  the  Sermon  of  the 
Rev.  Dr.  Fusey^in  a  Letter  addressed  to  that  Gentleman  by  Samukl  Ln,  D.D.,  Regius 
Professor  of  Hebrew  in  the  University  qf  Cambridge,  ^0.,  p.  14, 

See  also  Dr.  Pusey  and  the  Fathers  ;  or,  a  Comparison  of  the  Doctrine  in  the  Sermon 
of  the  former  with  the  Writers  qf  the  first  Five  Centuries.  By  the  Rsv.  T.  W. 
MiLLXR,  M.  A.,  of  Trinity  Collem,  Cambridge — Profbssor  Garbett*s  Review  of  the 
i  pablieatieB  has  been  alreuly  referred  to.^-£D, 
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misehief  has  often  sprang,  and  may  arise  again,  from  the  misappli- 
cation of  words.'  For  instance : — The  Church  in  her  Communion 
Service  speaks  of  "  The  Table,''  or  *'  The  Lord's  Table,"  or  "  The 
Holy  Table,"  employing,  not  by  accident,  but  designedly,  one  or 
other  of  these  terms  no  less  than  sixteen  times ;  whereas,  some  never 
speak  of  the  same  but  as  ^^  The  Altar,"  a  name  which  our  Liturgy 
seems  to  have  carefully  eschewed,  because  it  was  felt  how  much  in- 
fluence there  is  in  a  name ;  and  still  more,  because  ^^  an  Altar" 
implies  a  sacrifice,  and  a  sacrifice  implies  an  expiation  offered  up  by 
him  who  ministers.^  A  fancy  which  the  service-book  of  our  Church 
does  not  recognise  or  allow— lest  such  recognition  should  imply  or 
countenance  the  suspicion  of  any  diminution  in  the  value  of  Christ's 
death,  though  the  substitution  has  been  of  late  produced  as  ^'  a 
strong  instance  of  our  judicial  humiliation."^ 


*  See  this  subject  more  fully  diBcucNwd  in  an  exoellent  Sennon  preached  by  Diu 
Hawkins  Provost  of  Oriel  College,  before  the  University  of  Oxford,  Oct.  25,  1843, 
entitiied  "  The  MinUiry  qfMen  in  the  Economy  ofOrace^  and  the  Danger  qf  overvaluing 
i/."— Ed. 

4  As  an  additional  '^  explanation  ^  of  the  views  of  the  Tractarians  on  the  subject  of 
the  Eucharist,  I  subjoin  the  following  passages  from  Mr.  Froudx's  "  Church  Syitem 
under  the  Apoetles.** 

"  The  words  of  our  Lord,  in  Luke  xxii. ;  1  Cor.  xi.,  which  the  En|;lish  version  ren- 
ders ^  Ihie  do  (eio)  in  remembrance  of  me,*  are,  rovro  iroi€<re.  Now,  if  these  words  are 
translated  right,  tiiey  leave  us  in  doubt,  in  all  the  three  passages  where  they  occur, 
what  ibe  exact  thing  was  which  the  Apostles  wero  directed  to  do.  (sic)  ....  Now 
the  awkwardness  of  this  last  expression,  ('this  do  ye  as  oft  as  ye  <mnk  it  in  remem- 
brance of  me  *)  if  it  simply  means, '  T/Ut  drink^  (no)  is  obvious ;  and  the  only  other 
thing  which  it  can  mean,  viz.,  <  Take  this  cup  as  I  have  taken  it,*  is,  to  say  the  least, 
vague,  for  we  are  no  whero  told  how  our  Lord  took  the  cup,  or  how  He  gave  thanka 
over  it,  or  how  He  blessed  it,  but  simply  that  He  did  those  things,  and  mi  the  reeuU 
was  the  oowvertUm  qf  the  Bread  and  Wine  into  his  Body  and  BloA  I  do  not  bring  this 
forward  as  a  proof  that  the  words,  rovro  iroietrc,  are  translated  wrongly  ;  for  there  is 
no  difficulty  in  supposing  that  they  were  intended  to  he  as  vague  as  this  translation  makes 
them  ;  but  simply  to  shew  that,  if  they  admit  fairly  of  ano&er  and  fuUer  meaning,  we 
should  mvt  reject  it  as  wholly  unworthy  of  attention  ;  for  that  our  present  version  (of 
them)  is  not  so  absolutely  aatia&etory  as  to  render  all  further  research  superfluous. 

'*  Now,  it  should  be  observed  that,  thoufffa  the  rovro  iro«€<rc,  certainly  may  mean, 
*  This  do,*  it  also  may  mean,  and  in  numbeneas  and  most  unequivocal  instances  does 
mean,  *  OrrsR  this,*  or  <  Sacrifics  this.*  ** 

Then,  after  quoting  a  number  of  passages, — aU  qf  them  from  the  Septuagini  version 
qf  the  Old  Testament,  (and,  with  one  exception,  1  Kings  xviiL  23..^.  firom  the  books 
of  Ejtodus  and  Levitieus,y-An  which  the  verb  woiw  is  rendered  by  the  word  ''ofier,** 
Hn.  Froudx  arrives  at  the  foUowiiur  conclusion : — 

"  Clearly,  then,  it  is  in  no  way  far-fetched  or  unnatural  to  translate  roOro  voiccrc, 
'Ofpbr,*  or  'Sacripicb  this  ;'  especially  when  we  regard  the  Eucharist  as  instituted 
at  the  Paschal  Feast,  when  the  ciroumstances  would  naturally  suggest  the  sacrificial 
association  to  which  the  words  adapt  them8elves.**.-.J20flUMf»,  Part  2,  vol.  1,  pp.  148 — 
152 — Eo. 

^  His  Lordship  refers  to  a  work  by  Mn.  Williams  on  the  Indications  qf  a  Supertn- 
tending  Providence  in  the  Preservation  of  the  Prayer  Book,  and  in  the  changes  which  it 
has  undergone  ;  No.  86  of  the  Tracts  for  the  Times,    The  whole  passage  is  as  follows : 

*^  In  speaking  of  the  rubric,  ths  substitution  of  ths  tbrm  *  Table,*  '  Holy  Table,'* 
and  in  the  Scotch  of  <  God^s  Board,^  for  that  of  <  Altar,*  which  is  in  Edward*S  First 
Book,  (as  well  as  ^  God*s  Board,*)  is  a  strong  instance  of  this  our  judicial  hunUUalion, 
For  what  hs  it  but  to  say,  that  thb  highbr  mystbribs  which  this  word  '  Altar  *  rb* 
prbsbnts,  arb  not  taken  away  from  us  (m^  yhoiro),  but  partially  wtthdrawn  from 
vixw  ;  and  donbtlessy  thereforo^  lost  to  many  who  'consider  not  the  Lord*8  Body.*    To 
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26*  If  some  ancient  authors  occasionally  represent  the  Lord's  Sup* 
per  BM  a  sacrifice,  writers  more  ancient  than  they,^  even  the  writers 


tlM  pmriicipaiign,  indeed,  whioh  the  w«rd  '  Table '  implies,  all  are  admitted ;  but  thi 
OBLATION  WHICH  THK  T«uM  '  Altar  *  INDICATB8 18  MORS  RKMOVBD.  ThuB  they  are  re- 
ceived at  'Oottt  Board  *  indeed,  but  noi  made  so  aensibie  of  the  presence  qf  Him  who 
admits  them  as  hia  gneeta;  and  therefore,  as  the  Jews  <if  old,  receive  not  equally  the 
ben^/Us  qf  his  preaenee,  Suoh  a  loss  is  therefore,  donbtiees,  a  great  one,  which  with' 
holds  the  Alt ASL  from  our  due  acknowledgment :  but  who  reads  not  in  this,  the  visitation 
upon  the  children's  children,  if  the  sacrilegious  pollution  it  has  undergone  in  this  country  t 
But  still,  as  obserred  before,  mercy  is  mixed  with  judgment,  and  the  case  so  standi 
with  OS  that  it  says,  *  He  that  can  receive  it,  let  hmi  receive  it/  A  great  privilege, 
when  it  is  considered  that  by  the  last  review,  and  the  insertion  of  the  word  'oblations,* 
we  have  that  which  prophets  and  kings  have  desired  to  see,  what  Kinff  Charles  the 
first  and  Kshop  Andrews  had  not  And  perhaps  what  was  made  Uie  subject  of 
Bishop  Andrews*  prayer,  when  for  the  Church  of  England  his  supplication  was  that 
*  its  deficiencies  should  ho  restored.*  And  with  regard  to  the  oblation  itself,  is  not  the 
case  significative  of  our  position?  for  it  is  not  that  no  oblation  is  made,  for  we  pray 
that  *  OUR  OBLATIONS  *  may  be  accepted,  but  Uiat  thb  oblation  is  madb  in  silbncb. 
Is  not  this  silence  expressive?  May  it  not  be  considered  eloquently  significative,  more 
than  any  words,  of  our  condition,  that  thb  highxr  part  of  thb  bbrvicb,  tchich  looks 
more  Hke  the  privilege  qf  sons,  is  PBRroRMXD  in  HUMiLLiLTioN  ANn  silbncb?  In  the 
Mrst  Book,  when  the  elements  wereplacedon  the  altar,  the  priest  was  to  say  the  Uuds 
and  anthem.'*— pp.  26, 27. 

I  venture  to  subjoin  the  observations  which  I  have  elsewhere  made  upon  the  fore- 
going extract. 

''The  only  Sacr^/iee  n)oken  of  by  our  Church  in  her  Communion-service,— besides  the 
'oNB  oblation  of  Jesus  Christ  oncb  offered,*— is  the  '  Sacrifice  qf  Praise  and  Thanks- 
giving •-*  this  cannot  be  the  *  oblation  *  which  Mr.  Williams  intends,  for  it  is  not 
<  made  in  silenee.*  The  word  *  oblations'  is  found  only  in  the  prayer  for  the  *  Church 
Militant  ;*  and  Mr.  Williams,  (in  speaking  of  the  'higher  part  qf  the  eerviee,'  which 
cannot,  possibly,  be  the  offering  of  slms,)  seems  to  imply,  that  the  Church,  in  usins  it, 
refers  to  the  offering  qf  Christ's  Body  and  Blood  in  the  Euehariet.  That  the  term  '  o6- 
lations  *  has  no  such  meaning,  is  phon  from  comparing  the  passage  in  whioh  it  occurs 
with  the  preceding  rubric,  which  directs  that  *  Whilst  these  sentences  are  reading,* 
(so  that  these  'oblations*  are  not  made  in  'silence,')  'the  deacons,  churchwardens, 
or  other  fit  person  appointed  for  that  purpose,  shall  receive  the  alms  for  the  poor,  and 
other  devo^ons  of  the  people,  in  a  decent  basin^' 

"  That  the  phu;inff  of  tiie  Elements  upon  the  Table  is  not  regarded  as  an  '  oblation  * 
by  our  Church,  is  admitted  in  Tract  81,  (p.  30,)  where  it  is  said  that  « The  r^ormed 
liturgy  leaves  the  Bread  and  Wine  to  be  placed  on  the  altar  any  how.'  In  what  sense 
then  does  Mr.  Williams  consider  the  insertion  of  the  word  <  oblations  *  to  be  '  a  great 
privilege,  which  King  Charles  I.  and  Bishop  Andrews  had  not  ?  '"-^The  Tracts  for  the 
lUnee  ConHnued:  A  Letter  to  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Oxford,  pp.  19, 20.— Ed. 

6  <«  Considering  that  the  Apostles  were  even  more  familiar  than  the  Fathers  with 
the  terms  and  rites  of  the  Mosaic  Law,  it  is  the  more  remarkable  that  the  inspired 
writers,  whilst  they  continually  employ  the  words  Upths  and  ipxi*pf^h  ^^  reference 
to  the  Priests  under  tiie  Law,  should  in  no  single  instance  have  designated  the  Minis- 
ters of  Christ  bv  the  names  of  the  Mosaic  Priesthood,  but  have  either  spoken  of  the 
whole  body  of  the  fkathful  as  the  Priests  of  God,  or,  more  commonly,  applied  the  titles 
of  Priest  and  High  Priest  to  Him,  to  whom  alone  they  can  with  strict  propriety  be 
attributed  under  the  Gospel.**— ^S^rmon  by  the  Provost  of  Orjbl  Collbob,  pp.  19, 
20. — See  Note  2,  p.  410.  supra, 

"  It  is  worth  observing,*^  says  Archbishop  Whatbly,  "  how  distinctly  our  Church 
repadiates  the  notions  of  '  Sacrifice,*  '  Temple,*  &&,  not  merely  by  omitting  the 
Implication  of  those  terms  in  the  Rubrics  and  Communion  Service,  and  not  merely  by 
dwelling  on  the  '  sufficiency*  of  the  '  one  oblation  of  Christ  once  offered,*  but  also  by 
studiously  introducing  in  that  Service  the  words  '  Sacrifice*  in  the  oUier  senses  in 
which  it  w  applicable ;  viz.  first,  in  the  offertory,  to  '  alms*  ('  with  such  Sacrifices 
God  is  well  pleased,*)  and  afterwards,  to  the  '  Sacrifice  of  Praise  and  Thanksgiving,* 
and  again  to  the  '  Sacrifice  of  ourselves,  our  souls  and  bodies.*    And  in  addition  to 
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of  the  New  Tegtament,  apply  (as  does  also  our  own  ritual)  the  same 
term  to  Almsgiving,  to  Prayer,  and  Praise ;  or  sometimes  they  em* 
ploy  it  as  commemorative  of  the  Sacrifice  of  oar  Blessed  Lord  upon 
the  cross — ^^  who**  in  the  accarate  language  of  the  Church,  **  made 
there  by  his  one  oblation  of  Himself,  once  offered,  a  full,  perfect, 
and  sufficient  Sacrifice,  oblation,  and  satis&ction,  for  the  sins  of  the 
whole  world.^ 

27.  To  the  joint  communion  of  believers  in  the  Sacrament  of  the 
Lord^s  Supper,  as  practised  amon?  us,  the  strict  notioi^  of  a  sacrifice 
is  wholly  inappropriate ;  and,  as  Hooker  says,  *^  Sacrifice  is  now  no 
part  of  the  Church's  Ministry  .""^ 

CoPLBSTON,  Bishop  of  Llandaff. — 1842. 
Vide  Par.  29,  in  Chap.  XXII. 

Blomfibld,  Bishop  of  London. — 1842. 
Vide  Par.  6, 6,  7,  in  Chap.X.,  37,  in  Chap.  XXIII.,  and  44, 46, 46,  in  Chap.  XXI V« 

O^Bbibn,  Bishop  of  Obsort,  Ferns,  and  Lbighlin. — ^1842. 

rtde  Pars.  98.  100. 103.  103. 108. 115, 116. 121,  note.  128.  in  Chap.  lY. 


this,  a  distinct  Rabrio  is  subjoined  to  explun  that  'no  adoration  is  intended  or 
allowed*  of  the  Bread  and  Wine  of  the  Eucharist. 

**  Will  it  be  credited,  that  in  the  nineteenth  oenttuy  the  principles  here  xncnleated 
have  been  gravely  stated,  in  print,  to  be  'subverBiye  of  our  Church*  with  'its  AUarg^ 
Templet,  Saorifieinff-FneBtBf  and  adcyraiian  of  the  Eucharisticai  Bread  and  Wine  ?*  all 
of  which  the  writer  would  have  seen,  in  simply  looking  orer  the  Prayer-Book,  to  be  utterly 
alien  from  our  Church  I  The  mistake  of  Tacitus,  who  represents  the  Jews  as  adoring 
the  effigy  of  an  Ass,  was  nothing  to  this ;  because  Gentiles  not  being  admitted  into  the 
Temple  at  Jerusalem,  had  nothing  but  hearsay  to  trust  to.*'-Jun,^(i9m  qf  Christ, 
Essay  11.  §.  14.  Note.— Ed. 

V  Tins  statement  of  the  Bishop  of  Hbbbfokd  has  been  commented  upon  by  Hit. 
PsRCKVAL  in  the  following  not  very  re^eotful  languase : 

*'  As  a  certain  jD0r«ofi,  lately,  opposme  the  Doctrme  of  Saerifioe  in  the  Eudianst 
(because,  according  to  his  acceptation  or  the  term,  'a  Sacrifice  implies  an  ezination 
offered  up  by  him  who  ministers*)  has  cited  Hooker  against  us,  in  that  he  savs, 
'  Sacrifice  is  now  no  part  of  the  Churches  Ministry  ;*  it  may  be  as  well  to  add  in  this 
place.  Hooker^  expncit  testimony  in  our  behalf:  '  7%t«  iread  (tic J  hath  in  it  more 
than  the  substance  that  our  eyes  behold :  ihia  eup,  (ate)  hallowed  with  solemn  bene- 
diction, availeth  to  the  endless  life  and  Welfare  of  soul  and  body ;  in  that  it  werveih 
(Ho)  as  well  for  a  medicine  to  heal  our  infirmities,  and  purge  our  sins,  as  fir  a  mcri- 
fee  of  thaHktffiviiig*  (tie J  Eccles.  Pol.  r.  67.  If  these  passages  cannot  be  reconciled, 
the  witness  must  be  wiUidrawn  altogether.  But  it  does  not  appear  that  any  yiolence 
Will  be  put  upon  his  language,  by  understanding  his  negation  of  Saerifioe  to  be,  not  of 
Sacrifice  in  any  sense,  but  only  of  such  atoning  or  expiating  Sacrifice :  for  the  existence 
of  which  in  the  Eucharist,  I  am  not  aware  thiU  contention  is  or  has  been  made  by  any 
writer  of  our  Cofcnmunion.**-.-Cba0e<um  qf  Papen,  Ac,  p.  100. 

Surely  Ma.  Pxrcxval  might  have  seen  from  the  most  cursory  perusal  of  the  eon- 
text,  that  the  Bishop  of  HxaxFORD  is  ''opposmg  the  Doctrine  of  Sacrifice  hi  the 
Eucharist**  in  ''tA^  driet  notion^  of  the  term,  and  not  in  the  sense  of  ^Almsgiving, 
Prayer,  and  Praise,'**  which  his  Lordship  expressly  states  that  ''even  the  Writers  of  the 
New  Testament**  attach  to  it.  Will  Mr.  Pbrcxval  maintain  that  the  leaders  of  the 
party  with  which  he  identifies  himself,  employ  the  word  "  Sacrifice*  in  no  other  sense 
than  that  of  '*  tkankapivitig  ?** — See  the  views  of  Mr.  FROvnB  and  bis  Editors,  ex- 
plained by  themselves,  m  Notes  2,  p.  408 ;  8,  p.  413 ;  and  3,  p.  416.  See  also  the 
Bishop  of  Worcx5txr*S  Charge,  par.  81.  33.  mj^i-.Eih 
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PsABsoN,  Dean  of  Salisbury. — 1842. 
Vide  Faur.  39,  in  Cbap.  XII.^  and  41,  in  Chap.  XXV. 

Pbpth,  Bishop  op  Wobcesteb. — 1842. 

27.  Upon  this  subject  I  cannot  refrain  from  noticing  one  point, 
upon  which,  in  my  opinion,  in  some  parishes  nndae  stress  has  been 
laid.  An  attempt  has,  in  some  cases,  been  made  to  substitute  a 
stone  Altar  for  tne  Table  ordinarily  used  at  the  celebration  of  the 
Lord'^s  Supper.  Now,  if  this  be  done,  merely  because  the  old  Altar, 
as  it  existed  in  our  Churches  before  the  Reformation,  is  a  more  be- 
coming ornament  to  a  Church  than  the  simple  Communion  Table, 
there  can  be  no  objection  whatever  to  the  Altar  being  used  as  a 
table ;  but  an  Altar  implies  a  Sacrifice,  and  it  is  to  be  feared  that 
those  who  are  so  zealous  for  the  restoration  of  the  Altar,  have  a 
tacit  leaning  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Doctrine  of  the  Sacrifice  of  the 
Mass.^ 

28.  It  is  somewhat  extraordinary  that  this  zeal  for  the  restoration 
of  the  Altar,  in  preference  to  the  Communion  Table,  should  exist 
among  those  who  profess  a  peculiar  respect  for  the  Rubrics  and 
Canons  of  the  Church ;  for  the  82nd  Canon,  without  making  any 
mention  of  the  Altar,  expressly  directs  in  what  manner  the  Com- 
munion Table  should  be  covered,  and  the  Rubrics  directing  how  the 
Sacrament  of  the  Lord^s  Supper  should  be  administered,  uniformly 
speak  of  the  Lord'^s  Table. 

29.  A  striking  illustration  of  the  opinions  entertained  by  the 
founders  of  our  Church  in  this  respect,  is  afforded  by  a  comparison 
between  the  two  Liturgies  of  Edward  the  Sixth ;  the  one  printed 
in  1549,  the  other  in  1552.  In  the  former,  the  Rubric  directs  ^'that 
the  Priest,  standing  humbly  afore  the  midst  of  the  Altar,  shall  say 
the  Lord'^s  Prayer,  with  this  Collect.'"  In  the  latter,  which,  of 
course,  must  be  taken  to  convey  the  more  matured  opinions  of  our 
Reformers,  the  Rubric  stands  thus :  '^  And  the  Priest,  standing  at 
the  north  side  of  the  Table^  shall  say  the  Lord'^s  Prayer,  with  this 
Collect  following.'*'  Such  a  substitution  of  the  word  Table  for  Altar, 
clearly  shews  the  opinion  of  our  Reformers  on  this  point  ;^  but  the 


^  See  Mr.  Goods's  valuable  pamphlet  '^Allart  proMbUed  by  the  Church  qf  Eng- 
fo»d."— Ed. 

9  It  has  been  already  observed  that  Mr.  Williams  speaks  of  this  '^  substitution*^  as 
'^  a  strong  instance  of  our  judidal  humiliation  ;*"*  as  havmg  '^  partially  withdrawn  from 
view  the  higher  mgsteriet  which  this  word '  Altar*  repreeenis,  ...  the  oblaHon  (sic) 
which  the  term  '  AUar'  indioates."*    See  note  4,  p.  416,  supra. 

Mb.  Bnfour,  in  his  ^  Dodrinee  of  the  CathoH  Church  in  England  on  the  Holy  Eu" 
eharutf^^  tihet  enumerating,  as  '*  Desiderata  in  the  English  Church,**  the  foUowing  *'  things 
contained  in  the  first  Liturgy  of  Edward  the  Sixth,  but  omitted  m  the  second,**  viz. :— . 
'*  1.  The  ancient  form  of  Sacrifice,  the  words  <  Altar'  and  '  Mass  ;*  2.  Prayer  for  the 
faithful  departed  ;  3.  The  sign  of  the  Cross  repeatedly  used  in  each  of  the  Sacraments  ; 
(siej  4*  Tne  use  of  Chrism  in  Baptism  and  Confirmation ;  5.  Extreme  Unction  ;*' 
observes^  '*  It  is  therefore  not  only  safe  and  expedient,  but  absolutely  necessary,  to 
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question  seems  to  be  completely  set  at  rest  by  the  Gomicil'^s  order 
to  Bishop  Ridley,  in  the  reign  of  Eklward  the  Sixth,  to  take  down 
Altars  and  place  Communion  Tables  in  their  stead,  wherein  the 
following  passage  occurs : — ^^  We  charge  and  command  you  to  gire 
substantial  order  through  all  your  Diocese,  that,  with  all  dilij^ence, 
all  the  Altars  in  every  Church  or  Chapel  within  your  said  Diocese, 
to  be  taken  down;  and,  instead  of  them,  a  Table  to  be  set  up  in 
some  convenient  part  of  the  Church,  to  serve  for  the  ministration  of 
the  Blessed  Communion.^ 

30.  These  directions  of  Edward  the  Sixth  were  further  enforced 
by  the  injunctions  of  Queen  Elizabeth  concerning  the  Clergy  and  * 
Laity,  published  in  the  first  year  of  her  reign,  wherein  she  directs 
"  That  the  holy  Table  in  every  Church  be  decently  made,  and  set 
in  the  place  where  the  Altar  stood.^  In  these  same  injunctions, 
however,  with  her  usual  good  sense.  Queen  Elizabeth  observes, 
**  That  in  the  ordering  thereof,  saving  for  an  uniformity,  there 
seemeth  no  matter  of  great  moment,  so  that  the  Sacrament  be  duly 
and  reverently  ministered.**^  It  becomes,  however,  a  matter  of  some 
moment,  if,  by  the  substitution  of  an  Altar  for  a  Table,  it  be  intended 
to  give  a  sacrificial  character  to  the  Sacrament  of  the  Lord*s  Sup- 
per ;  for,  in  the  words  of  Hooker,  ^*  our  belief  is,  that  Sacrifice  is 
now  no  part  of  the  Church  ministry.  The  word  *  Presbyter'  doth 
seem  more  fit,  and  in  propriety  of  speech  more  agreeable  than 
Priest,  with  the  drift  of  the  whole  Gospel  of  Jesus  Christ.'" 

31.  An  author,*  perhaps  the  most  moderate,  the  most  sensible, 
and  the  most  intelligent  of  those  who  have  lately  engaged  so  much 
the  public  attention,  has  attempted  to  shew  that  the  Church  of 
England,  though  she  does  not  recognise  the  Sacrifice  of  the  Mass, 
still  considers  a  sort  of  Sacrifice  to  be  made  in  the  Communion  of 
the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ. 

32.  Now,  if  this  were  so,  we  should  surely  find  it  distinctly  laid 
down  in  that  Catechism,  which  was  meant  as  a  manual  of  instruction 
to  all  young  persons.  But  in  vain  do  we  look  there  for  any  men- 
tion of  a  Sacrifice  ;  on  the  contrary,  when  the  child  is  asked,  ^^  Why 
was  the  Sacrament  of  the  Lord's  Supper  ordained  !^  the  reply  is, 
**  For  the  continual  remembrance  of  the  Sacrifice  of  the  Death  of 

*  *'Distincthe  Erron  of  Ronumimn,'^  by  the  Rev.  William  J.  E.  Bennett,  M.A., 
Sermon  xi.  p.  276.  In  the  paMages  quoted  by  this  learned  author,  the  term  '*  Sacri- 
ftce  **  seems  to  be  used  onlv  in  a  fipirattve  sense,  just  as  in  the  Psalms  IL  17.  "we 
read,  ^*The  sacrifice  of  God  is  a  troubled  spirit:  a  broken  and  a  contrite  heurt,  O 
God,  shalt  thou  not  despise.** 


point  out  that  these  Catholic  practices  have  nefwr  been  eondemned  by  the  Chureh,  but 
that  the  wani  of  them  i»  to  be  kmenied  at  a  ffreat  dffuneney,^  And,  a^[ain,  **  They  who 
are  taught  to  believe,  that  the  English  Church  condemns  these  pcaetioes,  uvS  Mtera% 
Uaee  ite  CbnumMitM.**— pp.  M—Sl. 

This  last  aBsertion,  as  I  have  before  stated,  was  soon  unhappily  verified  by  Mr« 
BsNouv  in  his  own  person.    See  note  2,  p.  408. 

The  reoopition  of  this  Tract  bv  Dr.  Pussy,  as  an  explanation  of  the  Dooftrine  of 
the  Euohanst^  haa  also  been  already  adverted  to* — Eo. 
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Cbtiaty  and  of  the  benefits  which  we  receive  thereby.^  Again,  do 
we  find  any  mention  of  a  Sacrifice  in  the  Twenty-eighth  Article  of 
onr  Church,  which  treats  expressly  of  the  Lord^s  Supper  !  The  very 
term  here  used,  '^  the  Lord^s  Supper,'^  seems  contrary  to  the  idea  of 
a  Sacrifice.  But  further,  it  is  expressly  stated  in  this  Article,  that 
'^  the  Sacrament  of  the  Lord^s  Supper  was  not,  by  Christ's  ordi- 
nance, reserved,  carried  about,  lifted  up,  or  wordiipped.^  If,  then, 
we  find  no  trace  of  the  idea  of  Sacrifice  in  the  acknowledged  expo* 
sitions  of  the  Doctrines  of  the  Church,  shall  we  find  it  in  the  service 
itself!  On  the  contrary,  we  are  invited,  not  to  a  Sacrifice,  but  to 
'the  Holy  Communion  of  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ ;  and  we  are 
expressly  told,  that  this  was  instituted  not  as  a  Sacrifice,  but  ^'  to 
the  end  that  we  should  always  remember  the  exceeding  great  love 
of  our  Master  and  only  Saviour  Jesus  Christ,  thus  dying  for  us,  and 
the  innumerable  benefits  which,  by  his  precious  blood-shedding.  He 
hath  obtained  to  us.^  When  we  consider  the  occasion  of  the  ori- 
ginal institution  of  the  Lord's  Supper,  and  that  our  Blessed  Saviour 
used  the  expressions,  *^  This  is  my  Body,''  and  ^'  This  is  my  Blood,'^ 
while  He  was  yet  alive,  and  before,  therefore,  the  great  Sacrifice  of 
his  Body  and  Blood  for  the  sins  of  all  mankind  was  consummated;^ 
it  appears  extraordinary  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Doctrine  of  a 
Sacrifice  should  even  have  originated,  in  opposition  to  words  so  di»- 
tinctly  contradictory  of  such  an  idea.  And  the  founders  of  our 
Church  seem  to  have  been  particularly  anxious  to  guard  against  a 
like  error ;  for  they  expresdy  state,  by  the  kneeling  at  the  Lord^s 
Supper,  nothing  more  is  intended  than  **a  signification  of  onr 
humble  and  grateftil  acknowledgments  of  the  benefits  of  Christ 
therein  given  to  all  worthy  receivers;  but  that  no  adoration  wsas 
intended  to  the  Sacramental  Bread  and  Wine,  or  to  any  corporeal 
presence  of  Christ's  natural  Flesh  and  Blood.'  For  the  Sacramental 
Bread  and  Wine  remain  still  in  their  very  natural  substances ;  and 
the  natural  Body  and  Blood  of  our  Saviour  Christ  are  in  Heaven, 
and  not  here  ;  it  being  against  the  truth  of  Christ's  natural  Body 
to  be  at  one  time  in  more  places  than  one."  And  be  it  observed, 
that  the  argument  here  used  is  applicable,  not  only  to  Transub- 
stantiation,  but  to  Consubstantiation,  or  any  other  theory  by  which 
the  natural  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  are  supposed  to  be  present  in 
the  Communion  of  the  Lord's  Supper. 

33.  The  able  writer  to  whom  1  have  before  referred,  while  he 
justly  reprobates  the  Doctrine  of  Transubstantiation  as  held  by  the 
Koman  Catholics,  still  maintains  that  '*  the  Bread  and  Wine  do  not 

*  The  Apo0tle,  in  hifl  Epistle  to  the  Hehrews,  appears  ahnost  to  have  anticipated 
the  errors  of  suoeeedine  times,  when  he  declares  that  '*  Christ  is  not  entered  into  the 
hiAj  pUoss  made  with  hands,  which  are  the  figures  of  the  true^  but  into  Heaven  itself, 
DOW  to  appear  in  th^  presence  of  God  for  us.  Nor  yet  that  He  should  offer  Himself 
often,  as  the  hish-priest  entereth  into  the  holy  place  every  year,  with  blood  of  others. 
For  then  must  ne  often  have  suffered  since  the  foundation  of  the  world  ;  but  now  onee 
in  the  end  of  the  world  hath  He  appeared,  to  put  away  sin  by  the  laciifice  of  Himsalf.** 
And  again,  **  Where  iBmission  of  sins  is,  tlieie  is  no  mors  offeiing  for  sin.** 
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remain  mere  Bread  and  Wine  in  their  Sacramental  use,  but  that  a 
certain  mysterious  change  is  wrought  in  them  by  the  operation  of 
the  Holy  Ghost ;  that,  by  the  words  of  invocation,  the  Holy  Ele- 
ments become  something  more  than  they  were  before ;  and  that  to 
the  souls  of  the  faithfiil,  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  are  in  some 
sense  verily  and  indeed  present.* 

34.  If  by  these  expressions  it  be  merely  meant  that  a  degree  of 
sanctity  is  conveyed  to  the  Bread  and  Wine  by  their  appropriation 
to  such  holy  uses,  just  as  a  church  becomes  separated  from  all  se- 
cular and  profane  purposes  by  the  act  of  Consecration ;  and  that  by 
strongly  bringing  before  our  minds,  as  representatives  of  the  Body 
and  Blood  of  Christ,  the  great  Sacrifice  once  made  for  the  sins  of 
all  mankind,  they  enable  us  spiritually,  as  it  were,  to  eat  the  Flesh 
of  Christ,  and  drink  his  Blood,  they  certainly  are  perfectly  con- 
sistent with  what  we  conceive  to  be  the  Doctrine  of  the  Church  of 
England  upon  this  much  controverted  point. 

35.  But  if  it  be  intended  that  they  should  convey  an  impression 
that  any  alteration  whatever  takes  place  in  the  natural  substance 
of  the  Bread  and  Wine,  or  that  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  are 
present,  or  can  be  received  by  communicants  except  in  a  spiritual 
sense,  such  an  impression  we  conceive  to  be  erroneous^  and  so  &r 
dangerous,  as  necessarily  leading  to  the  Doctrine  of  Transubstan- 
tiation ;  for  if  once  we  believe  any  change  to  be  effected  in  the  na- 
tural substance  of  Bread  and  Wine,  the  main  argument  against 
Transubstantiation  seems  to  be  abandoned.  The  same  authority 
which  is  supposed  capable  of  producing  such  a  partial  change, 
might  be  justly  considered  capable  of  producing  that  total  change 
into  the  very  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  which  is  held  by  the 
Roman  Catholics. 

36.  Upon  this  subject  I  cannot  resist  quoting  the  following^ 
passage  from  the  able  work  on  the  Kinffdam  of  Christy  by  the 
Archbishop  of  Dublin  : — ^ 

^'  The  Gospel  Religion  was  introduced  by  men,  and  among  men,  whether 
Jews  or  Grentiles,  who  had  never  heard  of,  or  conceived  such  a  thing  as  a  re- 
ligion without  a  Sacrificing -priest,  without  altars  for  Sacrifice,  without  Sacrifices 
themselves,  without  ei^era  temple,  or  at  least  some  hi^h  place,  grove,  or  other 
sacred  spot  answering  to  a  temple ;  some  place,  that  is,  m  which  the  Deity  wor- 
shipped, was  supposed  more  especially  to  dwell.  The  Apostles  preached  for  the 
first  time — the  nrst  both  to  Jew  and  Grentile— a  religion  quite  opposite  in  all 
these  respects  to  all  that  had  ever  been  heard  of  before,  a  religion  without  any 
Sacrifice  but  that  offered  up  by  its  Founder  in  his  own  Person ;  without  any 
Sacrificing-priest,  except  Him,  the  great  and  true  High  Priest,  and  consequently 
with  no  priest,  in  that  sense,  on  earth.*** 

See  also  Par.  17,  in  Chap.  XXII. 

*  Sennon  xii.  p.  307. 

f  Vide  Article  XXVIII.    '<  The  Body  of  Christ  is  given^  taken,  and  eaten  in  the 
Supper^  only  after  a  heavenly  and  spiritual  manner." 


^  See  note  5.  p.  174.  xupra.— En. 
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,%  I  most  not  dinniM  tlus  importaat  bimeh  of  the  coniroveisy  wxthoat  referring 
the  reftder  to  PBOPBSsoa  Oarbbtt*8  TJUrd  BampUm  Leotmrt^  and  the  Frdimmafy  Rsmarkt 
by  which  it  is  introdnoed  ;  Dm  MxLLsa*B  Second  LeUtr  to  />r.  Piumf ;  PBOFSssoa 
BcBOLKFULn's  Sermon  before  the  UniTersity  of  Cambridge,  entitled  The  Christian  Aliat^ 
and  the  Afpmidm  subee^iiently  pnblisbed  by  the  same  lewned  author.— Ed. 
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SuMNEB,  Bishop  of  Cheoteb* — 1838. 

Vide  PftT.  3,  in  Chap.  XXV. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. — 1839. 

62.  [Lastly.]  I  lament,  and  more  than  lament,  the  tendency  at 
least,  if  not  the  direct  import,  of  some  of  their  views  "  On  Reserve 
in  communicating  Religions  Knowledge  ;^  especially  their  venturing 
to  recommend  to  us  to  keep  back,  from  any  who  are  baptized,  the 
explicit  and  full  declaration  of  the  Doctrine  of  the  Atonement.'*^* 
I  know  not  how  such  Reserve  can  be  made  consistent,  not  only  with 
the  general  duty  of  the  Christian  Minister,  to  be  able,  at  all  times, 
to  say  with  St.  Paul,  that  he  has  ^^  not  shunned  to  declare  all  the 
counsel  of  God  ;^  but  also  with  the  special  and  distinct  requirement 
of  our  own  Church,  that  every  child  be  taught  the  Catechism ;  for 
I  need  not  remind  you  that,  in  the  Catechism,  this  great  Article  of 
our  Faith  holds  a  most  prominent  place ;  that  it  is  there  taught, 
both  by  plain  implication,  in  saying  that  God  the  Son  hath  reckoned 
us ;  again,  in  the  inward  grace  of  each  Sacrament,  and  more  expli- 
citly and  expressly  in  the  reason — "  whv  the  Sacrament  of  the 
Lord^s  Supper  was  ordained*' — namely,  "  iov  the  continual  remem- 
brance of  the  Sacrifice  of  the  Death  of  Christ,  and  of  the  bene- 
fits which  we  receive  thereby.''  How  is  the  meaning  of  these 
passages  to  be  taught,  without  also  teaching  the  Doctrine  of  the 
Atonement  !^ 

♦  Tract  80,  p.  74. 


*  Dr.  Pusxt^  in  his  Letter  to  the  Archbishop  qf  Canterburyy  (p.  76)  obsenrefl  tli«t 
**  The  Charge  of  the  Bishop  of  Exbtkr  was  delivered  before  the  publication  of  the 
Second  Tract**  on  Reserve.  That  Tract,  however,  had  been  before  the  pnblic  nearlv 
two  years,  when  the  Bishop  published  his  Charge  of  1842,  which,  it  will  be  observeo^ 
contains  no  qualification  of  the  censure  here  expressed  by  his  Lordship. — And  what 
explanation^  1  would  ask,  is,  or  could  be  given,  m  Tract  87,  of  such  a  passage  as  the 
foUowing  ?  ^  To  require,  as  is  sometimes  done,  bothyrom  grown  pertona  and  children, 
an  expiioit  dedaraOon  of  a  beluf  in  the  Atonement,  and  thefutt  asturanee  qfitt  power, 
appears  equally  untenable**  I     Tract  80,  p.  78 £d. 
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Peabson,  Dean  of  Salisbury. — 1839. 
Vide  Pan.  8,  in  Chap.  Y  I.,  and  18,  in  Chap.  XXVI. 

Whatblt,  Archbishop  of  Dublin. — 1841. 

It  is  worth  remarking,  also,  that  the  persons  who  make  this  use 
of  Tradition,  are  often  found  ilistinctlj  advocating  the  deliberate  sup- 
pression, in  the  instruction  of  the  ^eat  mass  of  Uhristians,  of  a  large 
portion  of  the  Gospel-doctrines,  which  are  the  most  earnestly  set  forth 
m  Scripture,  as  a  sort  of  exoteric  mystery,  of  which  ordinary  believers 
are  onworthy,  and  which  should  be  ^^  reserved^  as  a  reward  for  a 
louff  course  of  pious  submission.^  This  system  of  "  Reserve^  or 
^  Economy^  ^  is  vindicated,  by  studiously  confounding  it  with  the 
gradual  initiation  of  Ghristians  in  the  knowledge  of  their  religion,  in 
proportion  as  they  are  ^^  able  to  bear  it  i"  «*.  e,  able  and  willing  to 
understand  each  point  that  is  presented  to  their  minds :  and  the 
necessity  of  gradual  teaching,— of  reading  the  first  line  of  a  passage 
before  the  second, — ^and  the  care  requisite  to  avoid  teaching  any 
thing,  which,  though  true  in  itself,  would  be  falsely  understood  by 
the  hearers,  is  thus  confounded  with  the  system  of  withholding  a 
portion  of  Gospel-truth  Arom  those  able  and  wiUing  to  receive  it ; — 
the  system  of  ^'  shunning  to  set  before  men  all  the  counsel  of  God,^ 
and  of  having  one  kind  of  religion  for  the  initiated  few,  and  another 
for  the  mass  of  the  Christian  world.  Very  different  was  the  Apostle 
PauFs  Gospel,  which  he  assures  us,  ^'  if  it  was  hid,  was  hid  from 
them  that  are  lost,^  (men  on  the  road  to  destruction  aTroXKvfjkiyoi^) 
*'  whom  the  god  of  this  world  hath  blinded.^ 

But  the  charge  of  teaching  something  different  from  what  they 
inwardly  believe,  the  advocates  of  this  system  repel,  by  alleging  that 
all  they  do  teach  is  agreeable  to  Scripture,  although  they  withhold 
a  part,  and  do  not  teach  all  that  is  to  be  found  in  Scripture :  as  if 
this  did  not  as  effectually  constitute  two  different  religions,  as  if  they 
had  added  on  something  of  their  own.  For,  by  expunging,  or  sup- 
pressing at  pleasure,  that  which  remains  may  become  totally  dif- 
ferent from  what  the  religion  would  have  been,  if  exhibited  as  a 
whole.* 

It  has  been  remarked,  that  every  statue  existed  in  the  block  of 

*  A  striking  instance  of  this  may  be  found  in  a  book  published  a  few  yean  ago,  termed 
^  EhicuUUiom  qf  Da.  Hampdbn^s  Leetum,*^  in  which,  by  picking  ont  a  sentence  here, 
and  a  half  sentence  there,  an  impression  was  produced  of  the  general  tendency  of  th« 
woric,  totally  difTerent  from  what  the  work  itself  warranted. 


'  Mr.  Nswman  declares  it  to  be  the  "  uniform  method  of  Scrq>ture  to  connect  the 
Gospel  with  Natural  Religion,  and  to  mark  out  obedience  to  the  moral  law,  as  the  or- 
tinary  means  of  attliining  to  a  Christian  faith  ;  the  kigker  tntOa^  <u  well  <u  the  Eueharid, 
uMch  it  the  viaible  etnUem  of  ihera,  bemg  reterved  at  ike  moard  md  wi^rmatUm  ofkabUMol 
piety.**    Newman*t  Arians,  p.  51.-.£d. 

^  See  Appendix  B..— En. 
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marble  from  which  it  was  carved ;  and  that  the  sculptor  merely  dU- 
closes  it,  by  removing  the  superfluous  portions ; — that  the  Medicean 
Venus,  for  instance,  has  not  in  it  a  single  particle  which  did  not  ori- 
ginally exist  exactly  in  the  same  relative  position  as  now;  the  artist 
having  iidded  nothing,  but  merely  taken  awav.  Yet  the  statue  is  as 
widely  different  a  tlung  from  the  original  block  as  if  something  hcbd 
been  added.  What  should  we  think  of  a  man's  pleading  that  such 
an  image  is  not  contemplated  in  the  commandment  against  making 
an  image,  because  it  is  not  ^'  made,^'  as  if  it  had  been  moulded,  or 
cast  out  of  materials  brought  together  for  the  purpose  !  Should  anj 
one  scruple  to  worship  a  moulded,  but  not  a  sculptured,  image,  his 
scruple  would  not  be  more  absurdly  misplaced,  than  if  he  should 
hold  himself  bound,  in  his  teaching,  not  to  add  on  to  Scripture  any- 
thing he  did  not  believe  to  be  true,  but  allowed  to  suppress  any 
portions  of  Gospel-truth  at  his  pleasure,  and  to  exhibit  to  his  people 
the  remaining  portions,  as  the  whole  system  of  their  religion. — 
Kingdom  of  Christ j  Essay  2,  sect.  28. 

Oabb,  Bishop  of  Bombay. — 1841. 

1.  In  conclusion,  let  us  be  careful  to  keep  in  mind,  whether  amongst 
Europeans  or  natives,  the  grand  object  of  our  Ministry :  ^*  we  are 
ambassadors  for  Christ,'*  to  sinners ;  we  are  to  bear  witness  to 
Him,  as  the  one  Saviour  by  whom  alone  we  and  they  can  have 
access  to  God.  It  is  possible  to  say  much  respecting  the  Saviour, 
his  precepts,  and  his  ordinances,  and  yet  not  to  set  Him  forth  as 
**  the  Way,  the  Truth,  and  the  Life,^'  the  sinner^s  only  hope ;  and 
without  keeping  prominent  the  truth,  that  **  God  was  in  Christ, 
reconciling  tne  world  unto  Himself,  not  imputing  their  trespasses 
unto  them.'* 

2.  It  is  most  important  to  adhere  to  these  prominent  and  saving* 
truths ;  and  at  no  time  can  it  be  more  necessary  to  keep  them 
present  to  our  minds,  and  in  our  hearts,  than  when  systems  are 
rising  into  repute,  which  are  calculated  to  place  such  truths  rather 
in  the  back  around,  and  to  represent  the  two  Sacraments,  ordained 
by  our  Lord,  in  language  which  is  calculated  to  make  the  obser- 
vance of  them  be  reganled  as  securinof  Salvation,  rather  than  as 
means  of  grace  for  the  quickening,  the  strengthening,  and  the 
refreshing  of  believing  souls. 

4.  So  we  are  alarmed  at  hearing  of  any  Reserve  in  setting  forth 
the  truths  of  Scripture :  of  any  Keserve  in  following  out,  to  the 
utmost  extent,  our  Blessed  Lord's  command,  ^'  Gk>  ye  into  all  the 
world,  and  preach  the  Gospel  to  every  creature ;  he  that  believeth 
and  is  baptized  shall  be  saved,  he  that  believeth  not  shall  be 
damned.''  We  deprecate  any  Beserve  in  putting  the  GK>spel  into 
the  hands  of  any  who  desire  to  receive  Christian  instruction. 
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Sumner,  Bishop  op  CHEarrEB. — 1841. 

10.  The  Author  of  our  Salvation,  ^^  not  willing  that  any  should 
perish,  but  that  all  should  come  to  Repentance  and  the  knowledge 
of  the  Truth/'  has  commanded  that  the  (Gospel  should  be  preached 
to  every  creature.  Those  have  now  risen  up  who  affirm  that  the 
Doctrine  of  the  Oospel,  the  Propitiation  made  for  sin,  is  a  Doctrine 
too  dangerous  to  be  openly  disclosed — ^too  mysterious  to  be  gene- 
rally exhibited ;  and  would  thus  deprive  the  sinner  at  once  of  his 
motive  to  repent,  and  his  comfort  in  repenting. 

Vide  also  Pan.  15  and  19,  in  Chap.  XIII.,  and  27,  in  Chap.  X. 

Monk,  Bishop  op  Glougbsteb  and  Bristol.^ — 1841. 

4.  First,  then,  I  cannot  help  regretting  that  any  Members  of  our 
Church  should  have  recommended  Reserve  in  declaring  to  the 
people  any  part  of  the  Doctrines  of  Scripture.  I  regurd  it  as 
contrary  to  the  Apostolic  practice,  to  refuse  ^*  to  declare  all  the 


^  Soon  after  the  delivery  of  the  Bishop  op  Qloucssthi^s  Chaige,  the  Biv.  Isaac 
Williams  pnt  forth  A  Few  Bemarks,  for  the  puipoee  of  shewing  that  his  Lordship  had 
totaUy  misapprehended  the  meaning  and  object  of  the  TraeU  on  Beterve.  The  pabH- 
eation  of  Mr.  Williams*  pamphlet  was  speedilv  followed  by  a  report — (carefully  recorded 
in  the  BrilM  CH/u^)— that  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester,  u^n  mature  consideration,  had 
changed  his  views,  and  withdrawn  the  censure  expressed  m  his  charge.  This  report  ap- 
peared to  originate  with  the  Editor  of  a  weekly  newspaper  already  rderred  to  (note  2. 
p.  409.  *upra)y  and  was  instantly  contradicted  by  Bishop  Monk  in  the  following  letter  :— 

TO  THE  EDITOR  OF  THB  OLOUCBBTBBSHIRB  OHBONICLB. 

Palaoe,  Gloucester,  Jul  14,  UMSk 

Sir, — My  attention  has  just  been  called  to  a  paragraph  of  the  Church  Inieitiffenoer^ 
Jan.  12,  in  which  the  Editor  dedares,  an  what  he  oatU  direct  ir\formaiion^  that  I  had 
expressed  some  alteration  in  certain  sentiments  avowed  by  me,  in  my  late  Charge  to 
the  Clergy  of  my  Diocese,  and  that  I  had  declared  myself  to  have  been  misled  throu^ 
the  miarepresentationB  of  others. 

I  wish  to  lose  no  time  in  contradicting  this  paragraph,  for  which  there  is  no  foun- 
dation whatever. 

Let  me  add,  that  if  I  had  seen  cause  to  alter  an^  of  the  sentiments  eniressed  by  me 
on  so  solemn  an  occasion,  and  in  a  document  nublished  at  the  request  of  mv  Clergy,  I 
should  have  felt  it  to  be  due,  both  to  them  and  to  myself,  to  avow  such  an  alteration  in 
a  manner  equally  public  and  explicit. 

I  am,  Mr.  Editor,  your  obedient  Servant, 

J.  H.  GLOUCESTER  AND  BRISTOL. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  form  a  correct  estimate  of  Mr.  Williams*  defence  of  his 
TracU  on  Beserve,  must  compare  the  Bishop's  statements  with  the  Tracts  themselves, 
and  not  merely  with  the  extracts  adduced  by  their  Author  in  his  Bemarkt ;  Mr.  Wii/- 
LiAMS  having  in  those  extracts,  as  I  have  elsewhere  observed,  '*  carefully  avoided  the 
objectionable  detotfv  of  his  system,  and  confined  himself  to  the  defence  of  a  jpefi«ra/ 
principle,  which,  if  it  be  ipdeed  nothing  more  than  reverence^  or  seriousness,  or 
religious  cautioi^  must  influence  every  faithful  and  wise  steward  in  giving  unto  the 
household  of  God  their  portion  of  meat  in  due  season.**-^*  there  not  a  Oatue  $  A 
Letter  to  Dr.  Pusey,  &c.,  pp.  7i  8. 

The  intimation  of  Dr.  r usky  that  the  Bishop  op  Gloucbbtbr,  in  ^  speaking  of 
Retervey  had  no  sufficient  acquaintance  with  the  subject,  notwithstanding  his  liOrdato*a 
opi-me  decbtfation  to  the  contrary,  has  been  noticed  aboye.    See  note  6, 6«  p.  6— £x>« 
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connsel  of  God  T  and  as  tending  to  rob  ns  of  one  of  the  greatest 
blessings  which  flow  firom  a  pure  religion,  whereby  the  Book  of 
Life  is  freely  and  unreservedly  laid  open  to  mankind.  The  duty 
of  ^*  searching  the  Scriptnres^^  is  not  confined  to  the  Minister ;  it 
attaches  itself  to  every  Christian  who  can  read  them.  There  is  no 
more  dangerous  Doctrine  than  that  of  leaving  to  the  judgment  of 
fallible  man  what  parts  of  God^s  Word  are  to  be  published,  and 
what  are  to  be  kept  back ;  and  I  am  disposed  to  believe  that  the 
authors  of  such  a  proposition  did  not  themselves  sufficiently  consider 
the  consequences  which  might  follow  its  adoption,  mt  of  all 
subjects,  that  which  it  would,  I  think,  be  most  inexcusable  to  keep 
back  from  the  people,  is  the  Atonement  made  by  our  Blessed 
Saviour,  for  the  sins  of  mankind ;  since  upon  that  truth  must  ever 
rest  the  key-stone  of  the  Christian  edifice.  That  Christ  died  to 
save  sinners;  that  our  nature  had  become  corrupt  and  depraved 
through  sin ;  and  that  by  the  Sacrifice  of  our  Blessed  Lord  upon 
the  cross  once  offered.  Atonement  and  satisfaction  were  made,  and 
the  wrath  of  God  averted, — are  among  the  first  truths  which  we 
communicate  to  the  youthful  Christian ;  they  are  likewise  incul- 
cated in  the  reception  of  the  Blessed  Eucharist,  as  well  as  in 
various  parts  of  the  Formularies  of  our  Church.  Upon  what 
principle,  then,  can  they  be  held  back  in  our  Christian  teaching  1 
it  is  true  that  this  Doctrine  may  be  distorted  and  misrepresented, 
and  that  sinners  may  be  led  to  flatter  themselves  with  hopes  of 
being  saved  while  they  continue  in  their  sin.  But  '^  we  have  not 
so  learned  Christ  ;^^  nor  are  we  afraid  to  declare  to  the  people  ^^  the 
riches  of  his  grace,^^  because  some  presumptuous  men  have  rushed 
into  errors  which  the  Apostles  themselves  noted  among  eon  tern- 
forsLTj  heresies.  Were  we  ashamed  to  declare  ^*  all  the  counsel  of 
God,  as  we  have  received  it  from  the  Scriptures,  we  should  at 
once  forfeit  the  title  of  an  Apostolical  Church.  Let  us  not  there- 
fore cease  to  proclaim  ^'  Christ  crucified,^^  as  the  most  important 
commission  of  our  Ministry,  and  as  the  sole  ground  upon  which  we 
teach  our  hearers  to  rest  their  hopes  of  forgiveness  and  reconciliation 
to  God. 

LoNOLBY,  Bishop  of  Rupon. — 1841. 

7.  Now,  were  it  solely  to  guard  against  the  abuse  of  the  Doctrine 
of  Grace  above  alluded  to,  that  the  Ministers  of  our  Church  had 
been  recommended  to  maintain  a  Beserve  in  making  known  the 
Doctrine  of  the  ever^blessed  Atonement,  the  object  would  have 
been  intelligible,  and  the  fruits  of  it  less  seriously  injurious  than  we 
have  great  reason  to  fear  that  in  many  instances  they  have  been. 
Earnestly  indeed  do  I  pray,  my  Reverend  Brethren,  that  you  will 
not  listen  to  those  who  would  bid  you  be  cautious  and  sparing  in 
doing  that  which  our  obligations  as  Christian  Ministers  bmd  us  t9 
do  in  all  the  various  branches  of  our  Ministerial  office ;  and  besides 
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the  specific  injunctions  of  onr  own  Church,  surely  the  same  neces- 
sity is  laid  upon  lit,  the  same  woe  denounced  against  im,  as  against 
St.  Paul,  if  we  preach  not  the  Gk>spel  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Chnst,  in 
all  its  fulness  and  its  freeness,  its  riches  and  its  mercy. 

SuMNKR,  Bishop  op  Winchkstbr. — 1841. 

4.  There  is  ground,  I  think,  for  fear,  if  a  system  of  Beserve  in 
oonununicating  religious  knowledge  be  introduced,  and  we  are 
taught  to  treat  Salvation  by  Grace  as  "  a  great  secret,^  to  be  kept 
out  of  the  sight  of  the  ungodly  for  fear  of  an  ^'  indelicate  exposure 
of  religion,^  and  that  ^*  to  require  from  both  grown  persons  and 
children  an  explicit  declaration  of  a  belief  in  the  Atonement,  and 
the  full  assurance  of  its  power,  appears  equally  untenable.'*'*     Is 

*  ^  The  great  dootrines  which  of  late  vean  hare  divided  Christians,  are  again  of  this 
kind  (secret)  very  peculiarly,  such  as  the  subjects  of  Faith  and  Works,  of  the  free 
Grace  of  Ood,  and  obedience  on  the  part  of  man.  They  seem  to  be  left  in  Scripture 
in  a  way  to  give  rise  to  all  these  disputations  among  (if  1  may  so  speak)  the  multitude 
who  are  without:  I  mean  to  say,  amon^  those  who  do  not  labour  to  obtain  the  know- 
ledge of  them  by  obedience,  and  a  practical  seriousness  of  mind  (i.  e.  the  disciples  of 
whom  it  18  written,  He  said,  *<  Follow  me  ;'*  and  <<they  followed  Hun.**)  For  they 
appear  to  be  great  secrets,  notwithstanding  whatever  may  be  said  of  them,  only  re- 
vealed to  the  uithful.  What  I  would  say  is,  that  fully  to  know  we  are  saved  by  Faith 
in  Christ  only,  and  not  by  any  works  of  our  own,  and  that  we  can  do  nothing  excepting 
by  the  gnoe  ot  God,  is  a  great  secret, — ^the  knowledge  of  which  can  only  be  obtained 
hy  obecuenoe— as  the  crown  and  end  of  great  holiness  of  Uie,^^^Traei  80.  p.  48,  49. 

**  Not  to  adduce  other  proofs  of  this,  we  have  the  memorable  one  in  this  country, 
when  there  broke  in  upon  us  an  age,  which  has  been  well  called  one  of ''  light,  but  not 
of  lore  *,**  when  the  knowledge  of  divine  truths  was  forced  upon  men  of  corrupt  liyes^ 
and  put  forward  without  this  sacred  Reserve.  The  consequence  of  this  indelicate  ex- 
posure of  relifnon  was,  the  perpetration  of  crimes  almost  unequalled  in  the  annals  of 
the  world.**— /&  p.  60. 

**  And  not  only  is  the  exclusive  and  naked  exposure  of  so  very  sacred  a  truth  un- 
seriptural  and  dangerous,  but,  as  Bishop  Wilson  says,  the  comforts  of  religion  ought 
to  he  iq»plied  with  great  caution.  And,  moreover,  to  require,  as  is  sometimes  done, 
from  botii  grown  persons  and  children,  an  explicit  declaration  of  a  belief  in  the  Atone- 
ment, and  the  full  assurance  of  its  power,  appears  equally  untenable.  For  if,  in  the 
ease  of  Abraham,  and  many  others  of  the  most  approved  Faith  in  Christ,  there  was  no 
such  explicit  knowledge,  it  may  be  the  case  now.  If  a  poor  woman,  ignorant  and  su- 
perstitious, as  might  m  supposed,  was  received  by  our  Lord  by  so  instant  a  blessing  for 
touching  the  borcter  of  his  doihes,  may  it  not  have  been  the  case  that,  in  times  which 
are  now  considered  dark  and  lost  to  Gospel  truth,  there  might  have  been  many 
such  ?  That  there  might  have  been  many  a  helpless  person,  who  knelt  to  a  crucifix  in 
a  villaee  churchyard,  who  might  have  done  so  under  a  more  true  sense  of  that  Faith 
which  18  unto  life,  than  those  who  are  able  to  express  the  most  enlightened  knowledge. 
And,  therefore,  though  such  as  would  be  now  considered  in  a  state  of  darkness,  luid 
more  fully  arrived  at  those  treasures  of  wisdom  which  are  hid  in  Christ.** — lb,  p.  77- 

'*  We  now  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  a  subject  most  important^the  prevailing 
notion  that  it  is  necessary  to  bring  forward  the  Atonement  exjtlicUly  and  prominenilp 
on  all  occasions.  It  is  evidently  quite  opposed  to  what  we  consider  the  teaching  of 
Scripture;  nor  do  we  find  any  sanction  for  it  in  the  Gospels.  ^  the  epistles  otSt, 
Pmu  appear  to  favour  it,  it  is  only  at  first  sight.**— /&.  p.  73. 

*'  To  suppose,  therefore,  that  a  Doctrine  so  unspeakaole  and  mysterious  as  that  of 
the  Atonement,  is  to  be  held  out  to  the  impenitent  sinner,  to  be  enforced  in  some 
manner  to  move  the  affections,  is  so  unlike  our  Lord's  conduct,  that  it  makes  one  fear 
for  the  ultimate  consequences  of  such  a  system.** — Jb.  p.  6fi. 

^'  With  regard  to  the  notion  that  it  is  necessary  to  'bring  forward  the  Doctrine  of 
the  Atonement  on  aJl  occasions,  prominently  and  exclusively,*  it  is  really  difficult  to 
say  any  thing  in  answer  to  an  opinion,  however  popular,  when  one  is  quite  at  a  loss  to 
know  on  w&t  grounds  the  opinion  is  maintained.     Is  it  from  its  supposed  effects  P 
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this  coDclnsion  drawn  from  the  analogy  of  oar  blessed  Lord^a  own 
teaching !  We,  I  trust,  have  not  so  learned  Christ.  We  remember 
how,  in  the  very  earliest  days  of  his  ministry,  He  did  not  hesitate 
to  bring  forward  some  of  the  highest  doctrines.  At  the  first  pass- 
over.  He  assumed  a  right  over  his  Father^s  house  by  cleansing  the 
temple — ^a  declaration  of  the  Divine  prerogative  of  the  strongest 
kind.  His  discourse  with  Nicodemus  is  based  upon  the  Doctrine  of 
Regeneration — the  deepest  theological  truth.  His  conversation 
with  the  woman  of  Samaria  revealed  that  Qod  is  a  spirit — ^the  most 
abstract  metaphysical  truth.  In  declaring  to  the  people  of  Naza- 
reth that  to  none  of  the  widows  in  Israel  was  Elias  sent,  '^  save 
unto  Sarepta,  a  city  of  Sidon,  unto  a  woman  that  was  a  widow,^ 
he  taught  the  Doctrine  of  Election,  the  most  mysterious  of  the 
Divine  purposes.  We  remember  how  some  months  before  his  cru- 
cifixion, he  intimates  the  Sacrifice  itself  and  its  objects :  ^^  Destroy 
this  temple  f  ''  The  Son  of  man  must  be  lifted  up  ^  ''  The  Bread 
that  I  give  is  my  Flesh,  which  I  will  give  for  the  life  of  the  world.^ 
And  it  was  his  last  care,  immediately  before  the  ascension,  to  enter 
with  the  eleven  into  the  full  explanation  of  his  expiatory  Sacrifice, 
referring  to  his  former  discourses,  and  interpreting  their  meaning, 
that  the  Apostles,  and  after  them  in  turn  their  successors,  might  be 
competent  expounders  of  this  important  Doctrine.* 

5.  Neither  have  we  so  learned  the  practice  of  the  Apostles.  It 
was  not  by  throwing  a  veil  over  the  cross  of  ^Christ  that  St.  Paul 
shewed  his  reverence  for  that  high  and  holy  mystery.  "  I  deter- 
mined not  to  know  any  thing  among  you,  save  Jesus  Christ,  and 

Pious  fmuds  might  be  supported  on  the  same  principle Is  it  the  popu- 
larity of  the  opinion  ?  this  is  not  a  test  of  truth,  but  an  argument  of  the  contrary.  •  . 
.  .  Is  it  from  Scripture  ?  we  hare  shewn  that  the  tone  and  spirit  of  Holy  Scripture  is 
quite  opposed  to  it.** — TVaot  87.  p.  61. 

''  In  whateyer  way  we  consider  it,  there  is  no  Scriptural  sanction  for  the  neceanty  of 
our  always  thrusting  forward  the  Doctrine  of  the  Atonement  without  Reeerre  **— J&. 
p.  69. 

See  the  whole  of  Tracts  80  and  87,  in  which  the  principle  of  Reserre  in  oommuni- 
catin^  religious  knowled^  is  elaborately  defended.  Scms  particularly  the  practical 
carrying  out  of  this  principle  in  its  application  to  the  erection  of  churches—.*'  which 
from  commodiouaness  and  easiness  of  access  are  to  invite,  and  from  their  little  cost 
partake  more  of  a  low  contrivine  expediency  than  of  a  generous  love  of  Qod  ;**— to  the 
mdiscriminate  distribution  of  Bibles  and  religious  publications,  and  to  national  schools. 
— TVoc/SO.  p.  67—71  ;  87.  p.  121. 

^  A  writer  in  the  BriHsk  Oriic  carries  the  principle  of  Reserve  a  step  further,  and  spe- 
cifies it  as  peculiarly  to  be  observed  in  missiona^  preaching  among  the  heathen.  "The 
same  thought  reconciles  us  in  some  measure  to  a  more  exciting  tone  of  preaching  thaa 
is  consistent  with  the  perfect  theory  of  the  Catholic  system.  Not,  indeed,  to  the  pro- 
minent exhibition  in  preaching  the  Christian  mysteries,  (for  this  were  inadmissible 
under  far  more  extreme  circumstances,  and  even  upon  the  supposition  of  our  congre- 
gations being  literalJy  heathen  ;  indeed  the  more  inadmissible,  the  farther  the  hearers 
receded  from  the  perfect  state,)  but  to  a  more  alarming  tone  than  would  be  necessary 
or  riffht  under  a  stricter  administration  of  the  Church.**— Brt^t«/^  Cri/tc,  vol  xxvIl 
p.  261.  ^  We  would  not  hazard  an  unqualified  objection  even  against  the  crucifix  as 
an  object  for  vetjf  private  contemplation  under  certain  tryins  circumetsBees ;  say,  for 
instance,  a  surgical  operation  ....  The  crucifix,  openly  exhibited,  produces  tiie  same 
sort  of  uncomiortable  feeling  with  certain  Protestant  exposures  in  preaching  of  the 
mystery  which  it  represents.  **_/6.  p.  271. 

*  John  U.  19 }  iU.  14 ;  vi.  51 ;  Luke  xxiv.  44—47.  See  Mmui$rial  Charuettr  of 
Ckritt,  p.  169. 
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Him  crucified.^  *^  I  delivered  unto  yon  first  of  all  that  which  I  also 
received,  how  that  Christ  died  for  our  sins  according  to  the  Scrip- 
tures.'^ He  takes  the  Galatians  to  witness  that  Jesus  Christ  had 
been  evidently  set  forth  before  their  eyes,  crucified  amonff  them. 
So  &r  is  he  from  shrinking  from  the  theme,  as  too  sacred  and  awful 
for  speech,  that  he  glories  in  giving  it  explicit  prominence  even  in 
the  midst  of  those  who  could  not  receive  the  truth.  '*  We  preach 
Christ  crucified,  unto  the  Jews  a  stumblingblock,  and  unto  the 
Gbreeks  foolishness.^  * 

6.  Neither  have  we  so  learned  the  requirements  of  our  Church, 
which  expects  that  out  of  the  mouths  of  the  very  babes  and  suck- 
lings God  will  perfect  praise.  The  earliest  Christian  lesson  which 
she  bids  us  teach  our  children,  is  that  ''  God  the  Son  hath  redeemed 
us." 

7.  Neither  have  we  so  learned  in  the  school  of  experience.  The 
whole  history  of  the  Church,  in  every  age,  tends  to  prove  the  utter 
inefficiency  of  a  ministry  which  is  not  faithful  in  honouring  the 
Saviour  by  a  full  exhibition  of  his  grace  and  love,  in  pointing  to  the 
light  which  beams  from  the  cross,  and  in  proclaiming  openly,  "  Be- 
hold the  Lamb  of  God/'  The  experiment  has  been^  often  tried. 
It  has  been  tried  upon  individu^s;  it  has  been  tried  upon 
parishes ;  it  has  been  tried  upon  whole  countries  ;  and  many  a  con- 
scientious pen  has  been  constrained  to  write  the  record  of  its  utter 
failure.*!*     Could  it  be  otherwise,  when  our  Master  has  said,  ^'  I,  if 

*  1  Cor.  xi  2  ;  xv.  3 ;  Gal.  liL  1  ;  1  Cor.  i.  23.  A  very  pecaliar  interpretation  is 
given  in  Tract  SO.  73 — ?&.  the  expressions  '<  Christ  crucified,'^  &c.,  namely,  that 
when  St  Paul  says  *' we  preach  Christ  crucified,**  it  means  **  the  necessity  of  our  heins 
cmcified  to  the  world,  and  our  humiliation  toeetiier  with  him.**  Professor  Scholefielo, 
in  the  appendix  to  his  Second  Sermon  on  Scriptural  Grounds  of  Union,  preached  be- 
fore the  Uniyersity  of  Cambridge  in  1840,  has  critically  examined  this  inteipretation, 
and  conyindngly  diews  its  untenableness. 

t  See  MunderkU  Character  ofCkriaif  pp.  442,  443. 


6  The  Mimderial  Ckarader  of  Ckritt^  has  been  frequently  referred  to  by  the  Tracta- 
liana,  in  order  to  prove  that  the  principles  maintained  in  the  Tracts  on  Reserve  are  m 
acoordance  with  tiie  views  of  the  Bishop  op  Winchbstxr.  Upon  this  point  I  beg  to 
offer  a  few  remarks. 

First.  The  most  objectionable  particular  in  Hk.  Williams*  system— (for  it  is  idle 
to  speak  merely  of  h  general  prweiplc,  or  to  pretend  that  he  means  nothing  more  than 
what  the  Bishop  calls  a  "  gradual  development  of  heavenly  knowledge  probably  ob- 
servable in  every  pious  human  Minister  **)-— is,  I  need  hardly  say,  the  duty  of  '*  Hemrve 
«o  bru^/wg  forward  the  doctrine  of  the  Atonement.**  This  duty  is  enforced  by  Mr.  Wil- 
liams, not  only  from  what  the  Bishop  regards  as  one  of  the  peculiarities  in  the  teaching 
of  onr  Lord, — (a  peculiarity  arisine  out  of  his  own  position  and  circumstances,  and 
never  intended  for  the  imitation  of  his  Ministers,) — but  also  from  the  practice  of  the 
Apottles.  Ma.  Williams  and  his  School  *<  find  no  sanction  in  the  CfoepeU  for  the  pre- 
vailing notion  of  bringing  forward  the  Atonement  explicitly  and  prominently  ;  and  if 
the  Epistles  of  St.  Paul  appear  to  favour  it,  it  is  only  at  first  sight.**— rreic<  80.  p.  74. 

Now  the  first  practical  reflection  which  the  Bishop  op  Winchbstbr  derives  from  hie 
view  of  our  Saviour's  method  of  teaching,  is  this  ;  that  it  '*  furnishes  an  answer  to  the 
sceptical  objection  **  of  the  Deist  who  "  opposes  the  Epistles  to  the  Gospels,**  and  "attempts 
to  throw  discredit  on  the  whole  page  of  Inspiration  because  he  cannot /ind  in  one  portion  of 
Scripture  the  same  plain  and  unreserved  exposition  of  Doctrine  which  is  contained  in  the  other.** 
And  how  does  his  Lordship  reply  to  this  objection  ?  <<  If,**  says  he,  "  in  the  moral  as 
in  the  natural  world,  the  order  of  things  were  to  be  the  same,— first  the  blade,  then  the 
ear,  and  finally  the  Ml  com  in  the  ear,— then  surely  it  ought  no  longer  to  be  reason 
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I  be  lifted  up,  will  draw  all  men  nnto  me  T   Gould  it  be  otberwiBe, 
^Mest  the  cross  of  Christ  be  made  of  none  effect  T 


for  astoniBlimeiit  and  MepticAl  doubt  if  Paid  he  man  JuU  upon  tlie  deep  sabiecto  of  tiie 
Gospel  and  the  great  mystery  of  Godliness  than  Ckrid  .  .  .  It  would  have  been  clearly 
improper  to  hare  announced  the  plan  of  Redemption,  otherwise  than  by  types  and 
shadows,  befbn  the  SoGrifioef  which  expiated  the  sins  of  the  world,  wow  completed.  But 
wken  all  too*  finished,  and  the  dying  voice  at  the  Saviour  had  pronounced  that  the  pur- 
pose of  his  Incarnation  was  fulfilled,  then  the  beauty  of  the  whole  design  could  be 
measured  and  comprehended,  and  the  preachers  of  the  Gospel  could  poini  speafioalfy  to 
the  Lamb  of  God  who  had  already  paid  the  price  of  the  ransom  for  his  people.*^ — Mam' 
teriaL  Character  qfChriat,  pp.  180_188. 

**  It  was  his  last  care,  immediately  before  the  ascensioui  to  enter  with  the  eleven 
into  the  full  explanation  of  his  Expiatory  Sacrifice,  referring  to  his  former  discourses, 
and  interpreting  their  meaning  ;  that  the  Apostles  mighi  be  oompeleiU  expoimdere  of  thi$ 
importemt  £>octrme,^'-^Ibid.  p.  160. 

Again.  Both  Mr.  Williams  and  the  Bishop  op  Winchbstbr  allude  to  "  the  re- 
markable distinction  "  observable  **  in  the  maimer  in  which  Christ  testified  of  Himself 
at  different  times  and  to  different  persons  ;**  they  both  refer  to  the  same  paasage,  (John 
z.  24.)  "  How  long  dost  Thou  make  us  to  doubt  ?  if  Thou  be  the  Christ  tell  us  plunly.*^ 
But  the  conduct  of  our  Lord  in  this  particular  is  explained  by  the  two  writers  upon 
very  diferent  c^rounds.  Miu  Williams  perceives  in  it  *'  allusions  to  that  awful  and 
mysterious  wisdom,  which  indicate  that  our  Lord  was  in  the  habit  of  concealing,  in  a 
remarkable  manner,  his  Divine  power  and  majesty*  excepting  so  far  as  persons  might 
be  found  capable  of  reoeking  ii;'*'' — he  regards  it  as  an  instance  of  ''a  very  remarkable 
holding  back  of  sacred  and  important  truths,  as  if  the  knowledge  of  them  were  if^farious  to 
persons  wnwor&y  qfthem.^^  The  Bishop  op  Winchbstir,  on  the  other  hand,  **oom* 
paring  with  this  Reserve,  systematically  maintained  towards  the  Jews,  the  passage, 
where  our  Lord  openlv  declares  lus  dignity  and  character  to  their  neighbours  the  Sa- 
maritans,*^ observes,  "No  more  probMe  reason  can  be  assigned  for  this  extraordiiuury 
difference,  than  that  our  Lord  knowing  perfectly  the  secret  dispositions  of  both  parties, 
saw  that  He  should  have  risked  an  inoonvenienoe  in  the  one  case,  tvhicA  He  did  noiinihe  ather.^^ 

**  He  never  willingly,^  says  his  Lordship,  '^  affected  secrecy  and  concealment:** 

and,  quoting  Dr.  Hales,  the  Bishop  adds,  *^  in  the  beginning  of  his  ministiy  especially. 
He  was  obliged  to  keep  himself  as  private  as  its  nature  would  admit,*in  order  to  ownd 
giving  umbrage  to  the  ruling  powers  bg  a  premature  ceUbritg.^'^Minieterial  Character  (^(Juriat, 

Again.  It  has  been  said  that  the  Bishop  op  Winchxstbr  refers,  like  Mr.  Williams, 
to  the  practice  of  Catholic  Antiquity  in  confirmation  of  his  views.  This  is  undoubtedly 
true ;  and  it  is  singular  enough  that  they  both  refer  to  ike  same  century  and  to  the  same 
writer  in  that  century.  But  the  coincidence  is  an  awkvn&rd  one  for  those  who  seek  to 
identify  his  Lordship's  views  of  Reserve  with  those  of  the  Tractarians,  as  vriU  be  i 
from  the  following  parallel :-» 


Mr.  Williams*  rbfbrbncb  to  Anti- 
quity, 

^  If  intimations  of  these  thin^  are  but 
funt  in  i^e  first  a^  of  Christiamty,  yet  in 
the  ne^  they  derive  the  most  ample  con- 
firmation throughout  the  works  of  St.  Clb- 
mbnt  of  Albxandria,  Origen,  Tertullian, 
and  most  of  the  succeeding  Fathers ;  their 
mode  of  spc»iking  of  religion,  of  interpreting 
Scripture,  always  seems  to  imply  this  prin- 
ciple of  ReserYe."..rroc/s  on  Beserve,  No. 
87.  p.  11. 


Thb  Bishop  op  Winchbstbr*s  rxpbrbncs 
TO  Antiquitv. 
''These  distinctions  were  carried  to  an 
excess  in  the  early  Church,  which  led  to 
great  and  dangerous  errors.  The  Montanists 
and  Valentians  laid  claim  to  the  knowledge 
of  Doctrines,  for  which  the  world  was  not 
ripe  at  the  first  promulgation  of  the  Gospel, 
and  of  which  even  the  Apostles  tliemselves 
were  ignorant.  Nor  were  these  notions 
confined  to  these  extravi^gant  pretenders  to 
revelation.  '  The  principal  object  of  the 
Stromata  of  Clembns  Albxandrinus* 
(says  Bp.  Kaye  in  his  Ecdesiastieal  Hie- 
tory  of  the  Second  and  Third  Oeniuries) 
*  is  to  point  out  the  distinction  between  the 
Christian  who  is  perfected  in  knowledge, 
(yvwTTuchs)  and  the  great  mass  of  believers; 
and  to  lay  down  rules  for  the  formation  of 
this  perfect  character.*  ** — Miniaterial  Cha- 
racter ofC^rist,^,  137. 
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MuaoBATB,  Bishop  of  Hereford. — 1842. 

9.  Hence  we  conclude  as  io  the  supreme  importance  of  these 
Scriptures  to  man'^s  present  guidance  and  future  felicity,  and  the 
obligation  that  lies  upon  us  to  set  them  forth  to  the  people  in  all 
plainness,  and  without  the  least  Reserve.  I^  in  the  midst  of 
Heathenism,  the  Apostle  ^^  shunned  not  to  declare  the  whole 
counsel  of  God;^^  if,  in  the  perverse  synagogue  at  Antioch,  he 
unveiled  the  grand  mystery  of  the  Atonement  and  Justification 
through  the  blood  of  Christ;  if  the  youthful  Timothy,  through 
early  ^^  knowledge  of  the  Holy  Scriptures,  could  be  made  wise  unto 
Salvation  ;^  if  these  same  Scriptures  are  so  "  profitable  for  in- 
struction in  righteousness,^^  that  even  *'  the  man  of  God'^ — ^he  who 
has  to  minister  in  sacred  things,  much  more  the  ordinary  Chris- 
tian, may  be  thereby  ^^  perfected,  thoroughly  furnished  unto  all 
good  works'" — ^in  a  Christian  land,  where  these  Scriptures,  ^^  which 
were  written  for  our  learning,  that  we,  through  patience  and  com- 
fort of  the  same,  might  have  bope,^  are  in  every  one's  hands,  and 
their  essential  and  holy  principles  are  by  the  Church  commanded 
to  be  taught  to  every  child  of  her  Communion,  how  shall  it  be 
endured  that  any  part  should  be  kept  back ! 

10.  When  even  the  great  and  awful  mysteries  of  our  religion 
are  not  only  not  concealed  from,  but  ordered  to  be  taught  to 
our  infant  catechumens,  as  under  the  old  dispensation  the  law  was 
taught  to  the  children,  yon  will  not  feel  justified  in  setting  at  naught 
this  example,  and  the  authority  of  the  Church,  whose  parental  care 
has  thus  provided  spiritual  food  and  nourishment  for  the  lambs  of 
the  flock.  When  the  sublime  Doctrines  of  religion  are  to  be  in- 
culcated on  the  young  and  inexperienced,  it  would  be  the  highest 
pitch  of  absurdity  to  think  of  concealing  them  from  those  of 
maturer  age.     This  would   be  a  practical  denial  of  the  use  and 


Ab  a  q>ecimflD  of  the  manner  in  which  the  Minuterial  Okoradter  of  Ckritt  has  heen 
ijpujlmi  to  suit  the  purpose  of  the  Tractariaiis,  I  subjoin  the  following  extract : — 

'*  Page  176,  *  He  veiled  (sic)  Himself  ....  under  the  unpretending  title  of  the 
Son  of  Man.'" 

The  passage  in  the  original  work  stands  thns,~<'He  veiled  himself,  probably  with 
aUnsion  to  the  prophecy  of  Daniel,  under  the  unpretending  title  of  the  Son  of  Man." 
And  those  who  are  not  pretty  well  acquainted  with  the  character  of  the  Tractarians  as 
controversialists,  will  be  surprised  to  find  that  only  a  few  lines  below,  his  Lordship 
having  observed  that  **  this  expression  was  admirably  calculated  to  answer  the  purposes 
of  our  Lord's  habitual  testimony  concerning  Himself  during  that  period  in  which  hJs 
wisdom  saw  it  right  to  suspend  the  universal  declaration  of  his  claim  to  be  the  Mes- 
8iali,**-.prooeeds  as  follows :  '*  ^t  Hue  Reterve  nxu  to  have  Ha  UmU,  The  interdict  was 
toon  to  be  taken  qf.  The  mouths  of  the  witnesses  were  to  be  opened,  and  Peter  was  to 
proclaim  i^xm  the  honet-tops  what  he  had  heard  in  the  ear ;  and  to  '  let  all  the  house  of 
Israel  know  assuredlv/  whether  they  would  hear  or  whether  they  would  forbear^  that  *  Ood 
had  Blade  that  eame  Jesus,  whom  ttiey  had  crucified,  both  Lord  and  Christ.' " — Mim^ 
terial  Character  ifCkriat^  p.  176. 

I  trust  1  have  eaid  enough  to  shew  how  far  the  views  of  the  Tractarians  on  the 
subject  of  Reserve  are  in  accordance  with  those  of  the  Bishop  of  Winchjistir  in  his 
Mmidmod  Ckarader  afCkrUL — En. 
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value  of  the  Scriptures,  more  in  accordance  with  the  usage  and 
sentiments  of  another  Church,  which  long  ago  we  have  disowned 
and  rejected,  partly  on  this  very  account,  because  she  forbade,  as 
she  still  forbids,  the  free  circulation  of  the  Word  of  Life. 

11.  It  has  been  often  urged,  as  one  proof  of  the  excellence  of  our 
Church,  that  the  Scriptures  are  openly  unfolded,  and  that  the 
people  are  all  exhorted  to  study  them,  and  to  test  and  try  their 
Faith  by  them.  Mysteries  indeed  they  contain,  which  pass  man^s 
understanding;  but  this  is  no  argument  for  den^ng  them  to  the 
people,  or  for  keeping  in  Reserve  any  thing  which  they  treat  of. 
Partially  to  close  them,  or  to  dispense  with  cautious  Reserve,  any 
of  their  life-giving  verities,  would  be  to  alter  their  whole  character 
as  a  revelation  from  God,  which  we  are  bound  to  believe,  or  if  we 
reject  it,  we  do  so  on  pain  of  eternal  loss. 

12.  Hence  their  perspicuity  and  plainness  in  all  things  necessary 
for  Salvation.  These  are  within  the  reach  of  any  ordinary  capacity, 
with  the  aid  of  such  easy  helps  as  the  Church  has  furnished  in  her 
Service  Book  and  Homilies,  together  with  the  oral  instructions  of 
her  accredited  Ministers.  The  Apostolical  Epistles,  from  the 
nature  of  the  case,  the  most  difficult  portion  of  the  Christian  Scrip- 
tures, were  written  to  the  whole  community  of  the  Churches  to 
which  they  were  severally  addressed ;  and  they  were  ordained  to 
be  read,  and  doubtless  were  read,  by  and  to  every  member  of  the 
same.  Far  from  us,  therefore,  be  it  to  withhold  from  our  Christian 
people  any  Doctrine  revealed  in  God's  Word  as  needful  for  Sal- 
vation, or  to  impose  upon  them  for  such,  any  thing  not  there 
revealed,  seeing  it  is  impossible  to  tell  what,  or  whether  any, 
doctrines  not  there  revealed,  or  thereby  to  be  incontestably  proved, 
had  any  Divine  origin,  or  carry  on  their  front  such  authority  as  to 
entitle  them  to  our  belief  and  acceptance. 

13.  It  has  been  remarked  with  truth,  that  it  is  little  less  than  an 
impeachment  of  the  wisdom  of  God  to  say  that,  when  He  purposed 
to  reveal  to  mankind  the  conditions  of  eternal  life,  He  could  not,  or 
did  not,  deliver  his  will  plainly  enough  to  be  understood,  without 
recourse  to  some  unerring  human  interpreter ;  and  it  is  an  impeach- 
ment of  his  goodness  to  say  that,  although  this  revelation  is  con- 
veyed obscurely,  He  will  finally  judge  men  for  not  believing  and 
obeying  that  which  He  placed,  purposely  if  at  all,  beyond  their 
comprehension. 

14.  However  dark  and  confused  the  Rule  of  Faith  and  practice 
may  appear,  seen  through  any  other  medium — seen  through  the 
Scriptures,  it  will  be  as  clear  as  the  day  in  all  essential  points. 
Hence  the  great  Divines  of  our  Church,  with  few  exceptions,  have 
all  appealed  to  them  as  the  test  and  criterion  of  truth,  submitting 
her  Doctrines  and  pretensions  to  be  tried  by  that  infallible  standard 
alone.  In  things  of  less  moment  they  have  been  willing  to  be  led 
by  the  opinions  and  practice  of  primitive  times ;  but  they  take 
^'  the  Oracles  of  God    alone  for  ^^the  ground  and  pillar  of  trath'*^ 
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and  Faith.  Herein  they  are  supported  by  the  earlier  Greek  and 
Latin  Fathers,  as  before  stated,  who  all,  with  one  exception  (in  no 
wise  pertinent  to  the  matter  in  hand),  reject  the  notion  of  any 
mysterious  Reserve  in  the  communication  of  religious  knowledge. 

15.  To  recommend  Reserve  in  preaching  the  Atonement  to  ^^  any 
but  to  those  who  have  made  some  progress  in  grace,*^  is  to  take  an 
unwarrantable  liberty  with  the  Word  and  purposes  of  God.  The 
Apostles  were  bidden  to  *^  go  into  all  the  world,  and  to  preach  the 
Gospel  to  every  creature.^'  But  what  sort  of  Gospel  will  that  be 
in  which  the  Atonement,  through  Faith  in  a  crucified  and  risen 
Saviour,  is  not  to  be  at  all,  or  but  seldom  heard  of,  or  not  ^*  ex- 
plicitly and  prominently  brought  forward  !^  True,  it  was  preached 
by  St.  Paul  ^'  to  the  «fews,  and  it  became  a  stumbling-block'^  to 
them — "  to  the  Greeks,*"  and  they  esteemed  it  "  foolishness.''  And 
if,  unhappily,  any  of  our  people  should  labour  under  like  delusions, 
so  far  from  concealing  this  *^ great  secret''  from  men,  standing,  as 
it  were,  on  the  brink  of  a  dangerous  precipice,  let  us  speak  the 
louder  and  more  plainly,  and  warn  them  straightway  of  their  peril, 
by  pointing  at  once  to  the  cross  of  Christ  as  their  only  refuge,  and 
stay,  and  safety. 

16.  Restriction  on  the  use  of  Scripture  would  be  likely  soon  to 
result  from  Reserve  in  displaying  any  of  the  treasures  it  contains, 
and  disuse  of  Preaching  would  follow,  though  Preaching,  and  hear- 
ing, and  reading  the  Scriptures,  are  manifest  means  of  grace,  as  well 
as  public  and  private  Prayer,  and  the  Sacraments  of  the  Church. 

See  also  Par.  48,  in  Chap.  Y III. 

Blomfibld,  Bishop  of  London. — 1842. 

26.  Now  if  Justification,  or  its  results,  be,  as  undoubtedly  they 
are,  inseparably  connected  with  Faith  in  the  Atonement  wrought  by 
Jesus  Christ,  I  do  not  understand  how  it  can  be  expedient  or  law- 
Ail  for  us,  who  are  to  declare  to  our  people  all  the  counsel  of  God^ 
to  practice  any  thing  of  that  Reserve,  which  was  practised  by  the 
early  teachers  of  Christianity ;  and  to  forbear  from  pressing  upon 
the  less  advanced  of  our  hearers  the  most  sublime  and  mysterious 
Doctrines  of  the  Gospel.  But,  in  truth,  the  Reserve  of  the  early  (not 
the  primitive)  Fathers  of  the  Church,  was  diflferent,  if  not  as  to  its 
subjects,  yet  certainly  as  to  its  objects,  from  that  which  appears 
to  be  now  recommended :  and  supposing  it  to  have  been  prudent 
and  commendable  in  them^  it  by  no  means  follows,  that  it  is  ex- 
pedient or  proper  in  the  present  state  of  the  Church. 

27.  The  Doctrine  of  the  Atonement,  and  that  of  a  Trinity  of  Per- 
sons in  the  Unity  of  the  Godhead,  mysteries,  be  it  remembered,  to 
the  highest  order  of  intellect — as  well  as  to  the  weakest  understand- 
ing, and  to  be  received  by  both  with  child-like  simplicity  of  faith — 
furnish,  when  properly  set  forth,  the  most  affecting  and  constraining 
motives  to  humility,  repentance,  and  holiness  of  life:   and  with 
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respect  to  the  former  more  especially,  I  cannot  conceive  that  any 
teaching,  in  which  it  does  not  occupy  a  prominent  and  conspicnons 
place,  can  be  effectual  in  turning  tie  hearts  of  the  dieobedient  to  the 
wiedom  ofthejuet. 

28.  If  indeed  the  Reserre,  which  is  recommended  to  us,  he 
nothing  more  than  a  cautious  and  reverent  abstaining  from  a  too 
familiar  mode  of  treating  the  sacred  and  sublime  mysteries  of  our 
religion;  or  from  such  an  inculcation  of  them,  as  may  tend  to 
throw  into  the  shade  its  practical  duties,  and  lead  men  so  to  con- 
template the  attributes,  or  secret  things  of  Ood,  as  to  forget  or  un- 
dervalue his  commands,  I  readily  admit  the  necessity  of  eueh  a 
Reserve  :^  but  any  thing  of  the  nature  of  a  dieciplina  areani^  I  as 
promptly  reject. 

Mountain,  Bishop  of  Montrkal. — 184S« 

['  The  grand  and  prominent  object  of  the  Christian  Ministry,  in 
every  department  of  service,  and  every  detail  of  labour,  must  be  to 
draw  sinners  to  God  through  Ghrist ;  to  make  them  really  under- 
stand that  through  Him  they  have  access  by  one  Spirit  to  the  father  : 
the  constant  plea  which  we  urge,  the  everlasting  theme  of  our  per- 
suasion, the  leading  note  of  our  song,  from  first  to  last,  must  be  the 
Lamb  of  God  that  taieth  away  the  sins  of  the  teorld ;  He  who  will 
still  form  the  subject  of  our  song  in  Heaven,  for  having  washed  us 
from  our  sins  in  his  own  Blood,  and  made  us  kings  and  priests  unto 


'^  It  has  been  observed  by  Dr.  Pusbt  (Letter  to  the  Ar^bithop  qf  Canterbwrf^  p.  77), 
that  **  The  treatment  of  these  Tracts**  (on  Reserve)  '*  which  has  been  thus  unhappily 
countenanced**  (by  the  Bishops)  <'  —  being  condemned  and  spoken  qf  lighiiy,  wUhotU 
being  contidered, — is  but  one  form  of  that  very  habit  of  mind,  against  wMch  they  were 
directed.  The  opposition  to  them,**  he  continues,  *' originated  mostly  in  the  very  need 
of  the  medicine  wnich  it  rejected.  Had  the  Tracts  been  entitled,  *  on  Reverence  in 
eommunieating  religions  knowledge,*  it  would  have  been  a  severo  condemnatioa  of  the 
error  which  they  now  treat  most  tenderly,  but  one  which  would  have  been  less  easily 
eluded.    As  it  is,  people  have  gone  off  upon  a  name^  and  shrunk  from  the  sttbslanoe.'** 

The  fallacy  of  this  statement  has  been  completely  laid  bare  bv  the  Bisbop  op  Ossurv, 
in  forewarning  his  Clergy  of  the  '*  uncertainty  in  the  use  of  tne  prioeipal  term  which 
pervades  the  entire  treatise**  on  Reserve,  and  is  the  '*  special  source  of  confusion** 
affecting  "  every  part  of  it  with  which  we  are  concerned, — the  statements,  the  infe- 
rences, and  the  ailments.**  Vide  Paragraphs  31 — 34  of  his  Lordships  Charge.  See 
also  the  observations  of  Arcbdkaoon  Browns,  in  a  note  appended  to  Pangrmph  47  of 
the  Charge  of  the  Bishop  of  St.  David*s. 

With  regard  to  the  tpant  of  reverence,  with  which  they  who  speak  openly  and  expli- 
citly of  our  Lord^  Atonement  are  charged  by  the  writers  on  Reserve,  it  has  been  weU 
observed  by  Archdbaoon  Samukl  Wilbkrporcr,  '<  God  forbid  that  any  one  should 
thus  sin  against  the  marvellous  goodness  of  the  Lord  !  But  how  can  it  be  irreverent 
to  speak  of  the  Lord  Jesus,  the  mediator  between  God  and  man,  and  yet  reverent  to 
speak  of  the  awful  majesty  of  the  Father  ?  And  yet  this  is  not  forbidden  us :  oo  the 
contrary,  we  are  told  to  prepare  men  for  hearing  of  the  Atonement,  by  awakening  in 
their  minds  a  due  sense  of  the  terrors  of  the  Lord ;  a  direction  which  destrojfSf  therq/orej 
the  objection  to  support  which  it  is  urgedJ*^ — The  Ministry  of  ReooneiRation,  A  Sermon 
preached  at  the  Oidination  held  by  the  Bish(^  of  Winchester,  December  lAth,  1839 ; 
and  published  by  his  Lordship*s  desire,  p.  I6.--£d. 

8  For  some  account  of  the  discipiina  arcani  and  its  connection  with  the  method  of 
economy,  see  an  extract  from  a  Charge  of  Bbhop  M'llvaine  in  appendix  B— Ed. 

9  Vide  note  3,  p.  10,  supra^^Eo, 
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God.     It  is  in  directly  magnifyiDg  Him,  that  we  best  magnify  and 
advocate  the  Church  in  which  we  serve.] 

Vide  Pare.  11, 12, 13,  in  Chap.  X. 

O^Bbibn,  Bishop  of  Ossort,  Ferns,  and  Leighun. — 1842. 

20.  One  who  thns  studies  the  whole  sacred  volume  patiently 
and  reverently,  has  this  important  advantage  as  a  teacher — to  note 
but  one  out  of  very  many — that  he  will  be  able,  and  disposed  too, 
to  present  the  whole  body  of  truth  which  it  contains  in  juster  pro- 
portions, than  one  who  reads  it  by  fits  and  starts,  in  such  parts  as 
passing  curiosity,  or  a  passing  exigency,  offers  to  him.  Such  patient 
study  of  the  whole  of  Revelation  is,  in  many  cases,  necessary  to 
correct  the  tendency  to  distort  and  exaggerate,  which  is  so  often 
the  result  of  the  study  of  human  systems  of  theology,  even  of  those 
which  are  in  all  main  points  sound.  They  are  all  in  this,  at  least, 
marked  with  the  imperfection  of  their  source,  even  when  they  shew 
no  clearer  indications  of  it,  that  they  present  some  portions  of  the 
Divine  8cheme,^-not  in  entire  neglect  of  the  remaining  parts — ^but 
in  undue  prominence  with  respect  to  them.  And,  even  if  our  view 
of  Revelation  be  drawn,  not  from  any  of  these  human  systems,  but 
directly  from  the  Bible,  we  ought  to  bear  in  mind,  that  it  is  of  the 
nature  of  a  human  system,  and  that  it  is  liable  to  this  displacement 
of  the  features  of  Divine  truth  at  the  first.  And,  supposing  that 
we  can  be  sure  that  we  have  guarded  against  this  in  forming  it, 
still,  when  we  carry  it  into  use,  it  is  liable  to  contract  this  fault, 
unless  we  are  constantly  readjusting  every  part  of  it,  by  bringing 
it  again  and  again  to  the  word  of  Ood — not  as  if  we  continually 
apprehended  that  it  needed  to  be  freed  from  some  fundamental 
error — this  would  be  to  lead  a  life  of  pyrrhonism,  not  of  faith ; 
but  to  secure  it  from  such  derangement  of  its  parts  as  may  disturb 
their  proper  relation,  whether  as  auxiliary  or  antagonist  powers — 
such  a  gradual  development  of  particular  portions,  and  neglect  of 
others,  as  may,  by  an  imperceptible  but  sure  process,  destroy  the 
harmony  and  perfection  of  the  whole. 

21.  Such  undue  development  of  particular  portions  of  Divine 
truth,  if  we  descend  to  their  minuter  features,  are  of  course  as 
various  as  men^s  intellects,  and  tastes,  and  habits,  and  circumstances. 
But  our  object  makes  us  concerned  only  with  broader  distinctions. 
And,  viewing  these  varieties  in  this  way,  very  many,  if  not  all  of 
them,  fall  under  two  ofreat  divisions  ;  one  being  formed  of  all  those 
in  which  the  Lord^s  Atonement  appears  with  too  little  reference  to 
His  example;  and  the  other,  of  those  in  which  His  example  is 
inculcated  with  too  little  reference  to  His  Atonement.  I  may  say 
at  the  outset,  that  I  do  not  mean  to  include  in  the  former  class  that 
extreme  in  which  the  necessity  of  taking  Christ  as  our  example, 
and  aiming  at  being  like  him,  is  denied,  which  is  what  is  generally 
understood  by  Antinomianism ;  while  from  the  latter  class  I  mean 
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to  exclude  the  extreme  which  denies  the  Doctrine  of  the  Atonement 
altogether,  which  is  Socinianism.  I  mean,  however,  to  compre- 
hend in  the  former  division,  all  cases  in  which  the  Atonement  is 
1>reached  distinctly  and  Ailly,  but  in  which,  while  it  is  acknow- 
edged  that  those  who  receive  the  Doctrine  ought,  and  are  bound, 
to  obey  and  imitate  Him  who  has  wrought  this  reconciling  work, 
yet  this  obligation  is  not  stated  with  due  distinctness,  nor  are 
proper  pains  taken  to  press  the  duty  upon  them  in  detail ;  while, 
on  the  other  hand,  I  mean  to  comprehend  in  the  other  class,  all  the 
cases  where,  while  the  Atonement  is  acknowledged,  the  life  of 
Christ  is  sought  to  be  produced  independently  of  belief  in  it,  and 
by  other  motives  than  those  which  it  supplies. 

22.  Now,  that  both  these  are  unscriptural  systems,  I  need  not 
say ;  and  that  both,  therefore,  are  to  be  avoided,  I  need  not  say : 
but  I  do  not  wish  to  conceal  that  I  think  the  latter  far  the  worse 
and  more  deadly  error.  The  former  sets  out  upon  the  principle  that 
all  Christian  practice  is  to  be  derived  from  Christian  Faith,  which 
is  a  certain  and  fundamental  truth,  more  or  less  denied  by  the 
latter.  It  infers  then,  that  if  we  can  implant  true  Faith,  Christian 
practice  will  follow,  on  the  principle,  that  if  we  can  produce  the 
cause,  it  will  produce  the  eSect ;  and  that,  therefore,  we  need  not 
make  this  any  object  of  our  care  and  exertion.  But,  however  true 
the  abstract  principle  is,  it  ought  to  be  remembered  in  every 
application  of  it,  that  what  is  usually  called  the  cause,  is  not  the 
sole  cause  in  any  such  sense  as  not  to  require  the  concurrence  of 
various  subordinate  causes,  in  order  that  it  should  produce  its  full 
effects ;  sometimes  that  it  should  produce  any  effect  at  all.  And 
that,  further,  all  moral  causes  at  least,  not  only  require  to  be 
directed  and  regulated,  but  to  be  developed  and  strengthened  by 
exercise.  And,  to  come  to  the  particular  case  with  which  we  are 
concerned,  it  is  true  that  a  man  cannot  really  believe  in  Christ 
without  loving  Him,  or  love  Him  without  a  desire  to  please  Him. 
But  to  labour  to  implant  the  principle  of  Faith  in  Christ  in  the 
heart,  and  to  leave  it  then,  without  endeavouring  to  guide,  and 
regulate,  and  stimulate,  and  exercise  it,  is  not  merely  to  neglect 
what  all  that  we  know  of  the  human  mind  shews  to  be  essential  to 
the  full  development  and  efficiency  of  every  such  principle,  but, 
what  is  of  still  more  consequence  than  any  such  error  in  mental 
philosophy,  it  is  running  counter  to  all  the  examples  of  Divine 
teaching  which  we  find  in  the  Word  of  Ood ;  and  in  thus  abandon- 
ing the  duty  of  a  teacher,  the  Minister  not  only,  as  far  as  in  him 
lies,  stunts  and  dwarfs  the  principle  of  Faith  when  it  is  really  in 
the  heart,  but  he  helps  sinners  to  delude  themselves  with  the 
persuasion,  that  it  is  in  the  heart  when  it  really  is  not,  by  putting 
out  of  view  the  safeguard  against  such  self-deception  which  the 
wisdom  of  Qod  has  provided  in  the  requirements  of  his  Word. 

23.  Such  a  course  is,  doubtless,  to  be  condemned  and  avoided. 
But  still,  as  I  said  before,  I  do  not  think  it  so  preposterous  or  so 
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presumptuoas  as  the  attempt  to  build  up  the  Christian  character, 
without  first  laying  the  foundation  in  the  belief  of  this  truth. 
Indeed,  as  to  the  real  presumption  of  this  procedure,  when  one 
considers  the  nature  of  the  truth  which  it  is  proposed  to  set  aside, 
and  all  that  is  declared  in  Scripture  of  its  place  in  the  Divine  plan 
for  saving  sinners,  one  can  hardly  find  language  to  characterize  the 
faithless  temerity  of  thus  dealing  with  it.  But,  in  what  I  have  said, 
I  have  meant  to  speak  of  the  moral  influence  of  this  great  Doctrine, 
leaving  out  all  considerations  of  its  saving  efficacy,  any  further  than 
that  is  necessarily  involved  in  any  consideration  of  its  moral  influ- 
ences. And,  limiting  our  view  as  exclusively  as  possible  to  the 
latter,  I  mean  to  say,  that  one  who  preaches  the  Doctrine  of  the 
Atonement  clearly  and  fully,  while  he  neglects  the  moral  training 
which  ought  to  accompany  it,  is  infinitely  less  likely  to  preach  in 
vain,  than  the  man  who  seeks  to  carry  on  this  training  without 
doing  any  thing  to  set  forth  and  secure  belief  in  that  Doctrine. 
Just  as, — and  I  trust  that  the  propriety  of  the  comparison  will  be 
felt  by  all  who  hear  me, — just  as  one  who  sows  good  seed,  while 
he  neglects  the  other  duties  of  the  husbandman,  is  more  likely  to 
have  a  crop  than  he  who  performs  all  such  offices,  with  the  greatest 
possible  exactness  and  diligence,  while  he  neglects  to  sow  the  seed. 

24.  Bishop  Butler  remarks,  that  it  is  one  of  the  weaknesses  of 
our  nature,  when,  upon  a  comparison  of  two  things,  one  is  found 
to  be  of  greater  importance  than  the  other,  to  consider  this  other  as 
of  scarce  any  importance  at  all.  And  there  is  evidently  the  danger 
from  the  same  weakness,  that  a  comparison  of  two  things,  which 
shews  one  to  be  more  objectionable  than  the  other,  may  abate  unduly 
our  dread  of  the  latter.  I  am  not  insensible  to  this  danger ;  and 
I  trust  it  will  appear,  that  I  have  not  wantonly  incurred  it  on  the 
present  occasion. 

25.  This  mode  of  discharging  the  duties  of  a  preacher,  by  attempt- 
ing to  carry  on  Christian  training,  without  laying  the  foundation  in 
Christian  Faith,  has  been  recently  advocated  very  strenuously,  and 
very  perseveringly.  It  was  distinctly  put  forward  and  supported 
in  one  of  the  Tracts  for  the  Times ;  *  and,  after  an  interval  of  nearly 
three  years,  the  attempt  was  renewed  in  another  of  that  series  of 
publications,  which  have  acquired  such  unhappy  celebrity.')' 

26.  The  title  of  both  Tracts  is,  ^'  On  Reseree  in  communicating 
Beligious  Knowledge^  But  it  is  only  with  the  Reserve  in  com- 
municating the  Doctrine  of  the  Atonement,  which  the  writer 
recommends,  that  we  are  now  concerned.  What  that  is,  I  shall 
enable  you  to  judge,  by  giving  you  the  statements  of  his  views  in 
his  own  words,  as  they  are  found  in  the  Tracts : — It  is  said  ^^  The 
prevailing  notion  of  bringing  forward  the  Atonement  explicitly  and 

prominently  on  all  occasions is  evidently  quite  opposed  to 

what  we  consider  the  teaching  of  Scripture.'^'l     Indeed,  it  is  said, 

*  Timet,  No.  80.  f  Tsaet,  No.  87.  t  TrMt,  No.  80,  p.  76. 


440  BBSBRYE,   ETC. TBUB   OBJECT  OF   THE  TRACTS 

that  ^^  In  all  things  it  would  appear,  that  this  Doctrine,  so  far  from 
its  being  what  is  supposed,  is,  in  fact,  the  very  *  secret  of  the  Lord,' 
which  Solomon  says  is  with  the  righteous,  and  '  the  covenant'*  not 
to  be  lightly  spoken  of  by  man,  but  which  ^  He  will  shew  to  them 
that  fear  Him.  ^  *  And  it  is  proposed  to  account  for  ^^  The  cause 
of  the  extraordinary  prevalence  of  this  modem  opinion  of  the 
necesdty  of  preaching  the  Atonement  thus  explicitly,^ -f  as  if  its 
prevalence  were  something  so  strange  as  to  demand  a  special 
explanation.  Further,  it  is  said:  '^  And  not  only  is  the  exclusive 
and  naked  exposure  of  so  very  sacred  a  truth  unscriptural  and 
dangerous,  but,  as  Bishop  Wilson  says,  the  comforts  of  religion 
ought  to  be  applied  with  great  caution.  And  moreover  to  require, 
as  is  sometimes  done  from  both  grown  persons  and  children,  an 
explicit  declaration  of  a  belief  in  the  Atonement,  and  the  full  as- 
surance of  its  power,  appears  equally  untenable.'*' j  Again:  ^^With 
regard  to  the  notion,  that  it  is  necessary  to  bring  forward  the 
Doctrine  of  the  Atonement  on  all  occasions^  prominently  and  ex- 
clusively, it  is  really  difficult  to  say  any  thing  in  answer  to  an 
opinion,  however  popular,  when  one  is  quite  at  a  loss  to  know  on 
what  grounds  the  opinion  is  maintained.^  §  Again :  '^  It  fits 
difference  from  the  Scripture  mode  of  teaching]  may  be  observed 
in  this,  that  this  scheme  puts  knowledge  firsts  and  obedience  after- 
wards :  let  this  Doctrine,  they  say,  be  received,  and  good  works 
will  necessarily  follow.  Holy  Scripture  thronghont  adopts  the 
opposite  course.'"  And  in  a  note  upon  this  it  is  said,  ^'  One  instance 
in  Scripture  has  been  applied  otherwise :  ^  Make  the  tree  good  and 
his  fruit  good,  or  else  make  the  tree  corrupt  and  his  fruit  corrupt.^ 

Is  it  not  a  very  overstrained  interpretation  to  apply  this 

to  the  Doctrine  of  the  Atonement,  on  the  supposition  that  the 
infinite  and  incomprehensible  love  of  God  manifested  therein,  will, 
on  being  published,  powerfully  affect  menu's  minds,  and,  on  being 
heard,  regenerate  their  souls !  Is  there  any  sanction  whatever  for 
this  in  Holy  Scripture  ?"•*     And  again :  "  To  suppose,  therefore, 

*  TnMst,  Ka  80,  p.  76.  t  Ibid.  p.  7& 

X  ibid,  p.  78.  §  Tract,  No.  87,  p.  61. 

**  Tract,  No.  87,  pp.  56,  57.  Upon  this  quotation  I  think  it  neoesntry  to  nsutke  one 
or  two  remarks : — 1.  The  STatem  whidi  the  writer  refers  to,  in  making  Pmih  the  Mtirce 
and  spring  of  obedience,  does  undoubtedly  make  some  kind  and  degree  of  hMtaied^e 
preoeae  o^dience,  jnst  because  Fmth  requires  for  its  foundati(Hi  some  amount  of  kmm- 
iedge.  In  this  sense,  and  to  this  extent,  this  system  does  piti  knavptedge  firaty  and 
obedience  qfiertMrdif,  But  this,  as  it  ought  to  be  necessary  to  remark,  does  not  preswne 
that  ^  knowledge  to  any  amount  produces  Faith,  or  produees  obedience.  Nor  ia  it  in- 
consistent in  any  way  with  the  truth  that  to  other  kinds  and  degrees  of  knowledge. 
Faith  is  a  key,  and  that  obedience  is  a  key.  2.  Upon  the  very  great  unfitimees  of 
describing  **  Make  the  tree  good,**  &c,  as  the  single  text  relied  on  by  those  whom  the 
mrtter  opposes^  it  is  probably  better  to  say  nothing.  But  as  to  the  use  said  to  be  made 
of  it,  it  may  be  freely  admitted  that  it  is  pressed  too  far,  if  it  be  taken  to  prove  any  thing 
more  than  that  any  attempt  at  reformation  which  does  not  reach  the  state  of  the  heart, 
from  which  outward  evil  proceeds,  must  be  inefRsetuaL  It  evidently  does  not  of  itself 
prove  that  the  Atonement  is  the  appointed  or  a  proper  instrument  for  effectLns  this 
reformation.  3.  As  to  what  is  said  upon  that  point,  however,  if  **  on  being  publisoedy** 
and  "  on  befaig  heard,**  mean  that  the  Doctrine  is  expected,  of  fits  owb  emeaey,  and 
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that  a  Doctrine  so  unspeakable  and  mysterious  as  that  of  the 
Atonement,  is  to  be  held  out  to  the  impenitent  sinner  to  be  em-^ 
braced  in  some  manner  to  move  the  affections,  is  so  unlike  the 
Lord'^s  conduct,  that  it  makes  one  fear  for  the  ultimate  consequences 
of  such  a  system.*"* 

27.  I  have  given  so  many  passages,  because  I  feel  it  to  be  very 
important  to  fix  beyond  any  reasonable  doubt  the  true  object  of  the 
Tract,  as  regards  this  Doctrine.  And  the  more  carefoUy,  because 
it  is  sometimes  denied,  that  the  author  really  intends  to  discoun* 
tenance  the  preaching  of  the  Atonement ;  or  to  do  any  thing  more 
than  oppose  and  condemn  that  exclusive  preaching  of  the  Doctrine 
(«.  tf.,  the  preaching  of  it  and  nothing  else)  which  I  have  myself 
condemned,  as  at  variance  with  the  dictates  of  right  reason  and  the 
example  of  Holy  Scripture.  And  it  is  very  true,  that  the  Tract 
does  denounce  the  welurive  preaching  of  the  Doctrine.  But  it  is 
equally  true,  that  it  opposes  the  ewplicit  preaching  of  it.  Some  of 
the  sentences  in  the  passages  which  I  have  quoted,  and  elsewhere, 
are  so  framed,  and  (perhaps  through  a  real  confusion  between  them 
in  the  mind  of  the  author)  the  exclusive  and  the  explicit  preaching 
of  the  Doctrine  are  mixed  together  and  interchanged  in  such  a  way, 
as  might  possibly  create  some  doubt  in  the  minds  of  plain  readers, 
whether  more  is  meant  than  to  condemn  the  former  mode  of 
teaching.  But  this  doubt  only  applies  to  some  of  the  passages.  In 
some,  it  must  be  evident  to  the  very  plainest  readers,  that  any 
explicit  preaching  of  the  Doctrine  to  einnen  is  condemned ;  and 
indeed  in  the  two  last,  the  hope  of  moving  their  affections  by  such 
means,  is  branded  as  at  once  dangerous  and  chimerieal.^ 

28.  And,  in  saying  this,  I  am  not  overlooking  what  the  author 
himself  has  said,  apparently  with  the  view  of  disclaiming  such  a 

without  any  exertion  of  the  Spirit^s  power,  to  produce  this  needfal  change,  it  ia  freely 
admitted  that  for  such  an  expectation  there  is  no  sanction  whatever  in  Holy  Scripture. 
But  neither,  it  is  preemned,  is  there  any  foundation  for  representing  that  it  is  enter- 
tained and  acted  upon  by  any  daes  of 'preachen  at  the  nraseo*  day.  All  profesB  at 
least  to  hold  that  even  if  Paul  were  the  preacher,  the  Lord  mnst  open  the  hearts  of  his 
hearers,  or  he  would  preach  in  vain.  And,  in  fact,  I  do  not  believe  that  any  who 
piesch  the  Atonement  explicitly,  do  so  under  such  an  expectation  of  its  natural  effiscts. 
But  ihere  are  two  suppositions,  which  they  do  make ;  they  suppose  that  the  preaching 
of  Christ,  and  of  his  death,  and  his  rising  again,  by  his  Mmisters,  is  an  apjpointed 
mode  of  producing  saving  Faith  in  Him.  And  if  they  be  asked  for  a  sanction  for 
this  supposition,  they  may  refer,  to  name  one  passage  out  of  many,  to  Rom.  x. 
4 — 17.  And  another  supposition  on  which  they  rest,  is  that  the  Faith  which  the  Spirit 
produces  through  the  hearing  of  the  Word  qf  Ood,  He  uses  as  an  instrument  in  cleansine 
the  sinner*B  heart,  and  in  enabling  him  to  resist  the  world  and  the  prince  of  the  world, 
acnd  in  all  things  to  do  and  to  suffir  as  Ood  requires  him.  And  for  this  supposition  it 
is  presumed  tlntt  there  is  abundant  Scripture-sanction  (to  adduce  again  hut  a  few  plaees 
out  of  very  many)  in  Acts  xv.  9 ;  in  Eph.  vl  16 ;  in  1  John  v.  4,  and  in  Heb.  xi. 
♦  Tract,  No.  87,  p.  «5. 


1  It  had  been  previously  asserted  by  Ma.  Nbwuan,  that  such  a  hope  has  no  foim- 
datioB  in  Scripture.  **  No  one  sanction  can  be  adduced  from  Scripture,  whether  of 
precept  or  example,  in  behalf  of  stimulating  the  affections  (of  gratitude  or  remorse) 
by  means  of  the  Atonement,  in  order  to  the  conversion  of  the  hearers.'*!!  Newman's 
Ariane,  p.  61 — Ed. 
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dengD.  His  first  Tract,  under  this  apprehension  of  its  object, 
drew  from  various  quarters  yerj  strong  expressions  of  disappro- 
bation and  alarm.  And  in  adverting,  in  the  second  Tract,  to  sach 
manifestations  of  feeling,  he  gives  what  seems  intended  as  a  dis- 
avowal of  the  purpose  ascribed  to  him.  He  asks, — ^^  Do  we  then 
maintain  that  it  [the  Doctrine  of  the  Atonement]  is  to  be  inten- 
tionally and  designedly  withdrawn  from  all  public  mention  l"^  To 
which  he  replies  that  he  and  his  friends  never  suggested  or  practised 
any  such  thmg.*  And  perhaps  such  is  the  case.  But  this  is  not 
what  he  was  charged  with.  It  was  not  alleged  against  the  Tract 
that  it  condemned  all  public  mention  of  the  Doctrine ;  but  that  it 
discountenanced  the  preaching  of  it  to  impenitent  sinners  to  bring 
them  to  repentance,  and  to  penitent  sinners  to  confirm  them  in 
holiness ;  that  it  condemned  any  preaching  which  makes  this  truth 
the  foundation  of  offers  of  mercy  to  sinners, — of  invitations  to 
repentance  to  sinners,— rthe  source  of  Christian  morals  to  believers, 
— which  makes  it  the  instrument  of  converting  and  reforming,  of 
drawing  men  to  Ghrist,  and  a/ier  Christ.  This  is  what  the  writer 
is  charged  with.  And  this  is  perhaps  not  inconsistent  with  the 
literal  truth  of  his  disclaimer.  But,  at  all  events,  no  one  can  read 
some  of  the  passages  which  I  have  read  to  you,  with  any  degree  of 
fairness  and  attention,  and  doubt  that  the  charge  is  well  founded. 
And  if  the  writer^s  statements  left  his  purpose  in  any  respect 
doubtful,  the  course  of  the  reasoning  by  which  they  are  sustained 
must  make  it  perfectly  clear. 

29.  These  arguments,  which  are  scattered  over  the  Tracts  with- 
out much  regard  to  order,  are  drawn  from  a  variety  of  sources. 
Philosophy  and  Natural  Instinct,  Scripture  and  Tradition,  are  all 
made  to  combine  in  enforcing  the  duty  of  Reserve,  for  which  the 
writer  pleads.  And  he  is  able  to  shew,  apparently  to  his  own 
perfect  satisfaction,  that  we  are  contradicting  the  best  established 
principles  of  mental  philosophy,  resisting  the  right  impulses  of  the 
nature  which  Ood  has  bestowed  upon  us,  going  against  the  genius 
and  spirit  of  all  Divine  teaching,  whether  in  providence  or  reve- 
lation, but  more  especially  rejecting  the  lesson  which  is  taught  us 
by  the  example  of  the  Blessed  Lord  himself,  and  finally  opposing 
the  principles  of  the  Catholic  Church,  when  we  publish  this  great 
mystery  to  men  of  unholy  lives. 

30.  I  should  be  very  glad  to  be  able  to  examine  all  of  these 
arguments  in  detail.  It  is  only  by  such  a  regular  review,  indeed, 
that  I  could  hope  to  convey  to  you  any  adequate  apprehension  of 
the  mass  of  sophistry,  and  misrepresentation,  and  confusion,  which 
has  been  brought  to  sustain  the  startling  positions  which  I  have 

^'ust  read  to  you.    But  I  could  not  make  such  an  attempt,  without 
osing  sight  altogether  of  the  limits  within  which  an  address  of  this 
kind  ought  to  be  confined.     Instead,  therefore,  of  engaging  you  in 

•  Tract,  No.  87,  p.  «2. 
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an  examination  of  the  entire,  I  shall  confine  myself  to  a  single 
diyision,  choosing  the  arguments  which  have  been  drawn  from  the 
example  of  the  teachintr  of  our  Blessed  Lord  in  the  course  of  his 
earthly  Ministry.  I  select  those  arguments,  because,  while  they 
are  in  their  own  nature  the  most  important,  they  seem  to  have 
been  those  most  relied  on  in  the  Tract,  and  they  certainly  have 
contributed  more  to  the  impression  which  it  has  made,  than  any 
other  which  it  contains ;  and  moreover  they  furnish  a  fair  specimen 
of  the  general  character  of  the  reasoning  employed  in  the  divisions 
which  I  am  obliged  to  omit. 

31.  But,  in  leaving  the  others  to  your  own  examination,  I  wish 
to  forewarn  you  of  an  uncertainty  in  the  use  of  the  principal  term, 
which  pervades  the  entire  Treatise ;  at  least  the  important  part 
with  which  we  are  concerned,  and  against  which  therefore  you  have 
need  to  be  continually  on  your  guard.  Reserve  is  not  merely  used 
for  holding  bctck  certain  truths,  and  keeping  silence  about  them,  but 
also  for  caution^  and  for  discretion^  and  for  reverence,  in  treating 
them.  And  all  that  the  author  can  find  in  support  for  the  duty  of 
Reserve,  in  any  of  the  latter  senses,  is  taken  by  him,  apparently 
without  any  doubt,  as  of  no  less  force  to  prove  it  to  be  a  duty  in 
the  former  sense.  This,  of  course,  makes  it  easy  to  establish  the 
rale  which  he  desires  to  enforce.  But  it  reaches  further ;  for  it 
apparently  makes  it  fruitless,  so  far  as  he  is  concerned,  to  reason 
against  it.  For  when  pressed  with  arguments  against  his  rule  of 
Reserve,  in  one  of  the  former  senses  of  the  word,  he  is  able  to 
retreat  into  one  of  the  other  senses,  where  he  is  safe  from  all  dis- 
tarbance. 

32.  His  first  Tract,  as  I  said,  drew  forth  much  opposition ;  and, 
by  a  number  of  writers,  the  unsound  and  unscriptural  character  of 
the  rule  of  Reserve,  as  regarded  the  Atonement,  which  he  sought 
to  establish,  was  very  clearly  exhibited.  And  then  the  virtue  of 
this  ambiguity  appeared.  I^  or,  in  his  second  Tract,  in  adverting  to 
these  publications,  he  regards  himself  simply  as  contending  for 
reverence  in  handling  Divine  truths.  And,  as  none  of  the  various 
writers  against  his  Treatise  had  shewn  any  disposition  to  question 
that  this  is  a  duty ;  after  all  that  they  had  done,  he  is  able  to  look 
upon  all  of  them  as  opponents,  who  would  fain  assail  his  *  principle,^ 
but  who  find  themselves  really  unable  to  say  any  thing  against  it ! 

33.  But  my  business  is  not  with  the  author,  but  with  you.  And 
I  hope  it  may  be  of  some  assistance  to  you  in  threading  the  mazes 
of  this  very  long,  very  rambling,  and  very  misty  Treatise,  to  be 
forewarned  of  this  special  source  of  confusion,  which  affects  every 
part  of  it  with  which  we  are  concerned, — the  statements,  the  infer- 
ences, and  the  arguments.  So  that,  while  the  practical  part  is 
shifting  between  a  recommendation  to  treat  certain  great  truths 
with  reverence,  and  a  prohibition  to  put  them  forward  at  all,  in  our 
public  teaching,  every  argument  in  favour  of  the  former  course  is 
regarded  as  commending  the  latter ;  while  every  one  who  opposes 
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the  latter — who  raises  his  voice  against  holding  back  these  great 
Doctrines, — ^is  treated  either  as  arguing  against  reverence  in  dealing 
with  them,  or  as  arguing  beside  the  question  if  he  is  not. 

34.  With  this  general  safeguard,  I  must  leave,  as  I  said,  the 
other  arguments  to  your  own  examination,  and  confine  myself  to 
that  most  important  class,  which  the  author  derives  from  the 
Bksebvx  which  characterized  the  public  teaching  of  the  Blessed 
Lord. 

35.  This  Reserve  is  said  to  have  pervaded  his  whole  Ministry  ;  to 
have  appeared  in  the  performance  of  his  miracles,  in  the  mode  in 
which  he  taught  by  parables,  and,  particularly,  as  bearing  most 
directly  on  the  matter  in  hand,  in  his  holding  back  in  his  public 
teaching  the  great  truths  of  his  own  Divinity  and  Atonement. 

36.  The  statements,  however,  concerning  it  are  at  once  so  exag- 
gerated and  so  indistinct,  that,  before  I  proceed  further,  I  find  it 
necessary  to  remind  you  of  two  points,  in  order  that  the  true 
nature  and  extent  of  the  Reserve  exercised  by  the  Blessed  Lord, 
may  not  be  misunderstood. 

37.  (1.)  Whatever  be  the  Reserve  which  He  maintained  con- 
cerning the  necessity  and  efiicacy  of  his  sufierings,  in  order  to 
procure  forgiveness  for  sinners,  yet  He  does  distinctly,  and  without 
any  Reserve,  from  the  first  to  the  last  of  his  Ministry,  declare  the 
necessity  and  the  e£Bcacy  of  Faith  in  Himself,  in  procuring  the  for- 

S'  ^eness  of  their  sins,  and  their  full  acceptance  with  God.  *^And  as 
OSes  lifted  up  the  serpent  in  the  wilderness,  even  so  must  the 
Son  of  Man  be  lifted  up :  that  tchofoever  hdieveih  in  Him  should 
not  perish,  but  have  everlasting  life.  For  God  so  loved  the  world, 
that  he  gave  his  only  begotten  Son,  that  whasoewr  beliweih  in  Him 
should  not  perish,  but  have  everlasting  life.'^  ^^  He  that  believeth  on 
Him  is  not  condemned^  but  he  that  believeth  not  is  condemned 
already,  because  he  believeth  not  in  the  name  of  the  only  begotten 
Son  of  God/'  "  Verily,  verily,  I  say  unto  you,  he  that  lelieveih 
on  me  hath  everlasting  life.^  ^'  And  this  is  the  will  of  Him  that 
sent  me,  that  every  one  which  seeth  the  Son,  and  bdieveth  on  Him^ 
may  have  everlasting  life,  and  I  will  raise  him  up  at  the  last  day.'^ 
^*  If  ye  believe  not  in  me,  ye  shall  die  in  your  sins.''  ^^  He  that 
believeth  on  me^  though  he  were  dead,  yet  shall  he  live :  and  who- 
soever liveth,  and  Mieveih  on  m«,  shall  never  die."  ^^  This  is  the 
work  of  God,  that  ye  believe  in  Him  whom  He  hath  sent"  But 
I  need  not  go  on  to  multiply  quotations.  The  words  which  I  have 
given  were  spoken  by  Him  at  the  very  beginning  and  at  the  very 
end  of  his  Ministry,  as  well  as  at  intermediate  periods ;  and  you 
must  see  that  they  are  abundantly  sufficient  to  shew  that,  upon  this 
point-^that  is,  upon  the  necessity  and  efficacy  of  Faith  in  the  Son 
of  Ood^  to  secure  a  sinner's  forgiveness  with  the  Most  Hiyhy  there 
was  no  Reserve  in  the  Lord's  teaching. 

38.  (2.)  In  whatever  other  respects  his  teaching  may  be  de- 
■eribed  as  a  system  of  Reserve,  it  is  nowhere,  not  at  any  time,  a 
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syetem  of  Reserye  as  regards  the  readiness  of  God  to  receive,  tmd  to 
pardon  the  repentant  einner.  Aud  I  wish  to  draw  your  attention  the 
more  particniarly  to  this  point,  because  there  is  nothing  in  the 
preaching  of  the  Atonement  at  the  present  day,  which  raises  more 
hostility  and  alarm  in  those  who  oppose  it,  than  that  it  presents  Qod 
as  God  ready  to  forgive, 

S9.  How  unresenredly  the  Lord  offers  Him  in  this  character,  yon 
know.  He  presents  Him  to  us  as  a  Lord  to  whom  his  servant  owed 
ten  thousand  talents,  and  who,  in  wrath,  commands  him  to  be  sold, 
with  his  wife  and  children,  and  all  that  he  had,  that  he  might  pay 
this  great  debt ;  but  who,  when  that  servant  casts  himself  at  his 
feet,  and  supplicates  his  forbearance,  is  moved  with  eompasrim^  and 
looses  him,  and  forgives  him  the  debt.  Again,  He  sets  Him  before 
OS  as  a  creditor  who  had  two  debtors ;  one  owing  Him  an  hundred 
pence,  and  the  other  fifty,  and  who,  when  theg  had  nothing  to  pay^ 
frankly  forgave  them  both.  And  you  know  too  how  He  shews  Him 
to  us  in  the  person  of  the  wronged  and  forsaken  father,  who  sees, 
while  he  is  y^  a  great  way  of  the  returning  prodigal,  aud  runs 
and  faUs  om  his  neck  ana  kisses  him.  And  when  the  penitent 
wanderer  asks  but  the  place  of  a  servant,  in  the  home  where  he  had 
abandoned  and  forfeited  the  place  of  a  child  ;  the  father  calls  for 
a  robe,  and  a  ring,  and  all  that  could  mark  his  perfect  restoration 
to  the  full  privileges  of  his  birth,  and  commanas  that  the  house 
should  resound  with  feasting  and  joy  at  the  return  of  his  lost  Son.' 
And  the  Lord  tells  us  that  this  joy  but  shadows  forth  the  rejoicing 
which  fills  the  courts  of  heaven,  at  the  return  of  one  repentant 
sinner  to  God. 

40.  Here  is  no  Reserve  with  respect  to  an  important  part  of  the 
Doctrine  of  the  Atonement :  the  very  part,  as  .1  said,  which 
creates  most  jealousy  and  alarm,  and  on  account  of  which  chiefly, 
I  presume,  the  preaching  of  that  Doctrine  is  discountenanced. 

41.  Having  said  this,  which  I  think  it  most  important  that  yon 
should  remember,  I  shall  not  stop  to  examine  any  of  the  instances 
which  are  alleged  as  examples  and  proofs  of  this  Reserve.  Some 
of  them  are  fairly  alleged  in  the  case ;  but  there  is  the  strangest 
violence  done  to  Scripture,  to  wring  additional  instances  from  it, 
when  the  more  obvious  ones  are  exhausted.*    But  we  are  not  con- 

*  To  giye  one  example  ont  of  a  great  many, — ^*  It  is  in  the  retired  GalOee  that  the 
Oospel  seems  to  open  with  hlessinss,  couched  in  the  half-seeret,  though  simple,  forms 
of  the  Beatitudes ;  and  it  is  in  the  crowded  temple  at  Jerusalem,  that  our  Lordls 
public  Ministry  ends  with  the  opposites  throughout  to  these  Beatitudes,  the  woes 
pronouneed  on  the  Jews  at  Jerusalem.'* — ^Tract  80,  p.  10.  Now  it  is  sufficiently  ob- 
yions  to  remark  on  this  point,  1.  That  the  Lord  did  not  choose  Galilee  as  the  seat  of 
his  Ministry  at  this  time,  until  he  was  driyen  to  take  refuge  there  by  the  danger  which 
he  had  reason  to  apprehend  in  Judeea.    2.  That  the  retired  Galilee  was  the  {Nurt  of  the 


<  See  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Ward  upon  this  Parable,  note  8,  p.  406,  eupra. — Ed. 
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cerned  in  looking  closely  at  them,  because  what  they  are  intended 
to  prove  is,  in  a  general  way,  to  be  admitted,  it  is  not  to  be 
questioned  that  the  Lord,  upon  several  occasions,  shewed  a  deare 
to  conceal  his  miracles ;  that  at  times  He  seems  to  adopt  the  para- 
bolical form  in  teaching,  for  the  veil  which  it  throws  over  his 
meaning ;  and  that,  in  his  preaching  and  teaching,  the  great  truths 
of  his  own  Divinity  and  Atonement  seem  generally  to  have  been 
held  back. 

42.  But  it  is  with  the  inference  from  these  tacts  that  we  are 
concerned.  And  that  is,  that  the  Lord^s  example  in  this  case  is 
binding  on  us  as  a  rule  of  conduct,  because  the  reason  on  which  it 
was  founded  still  remains  in  full  force.  For  the  reason  is  settled 
to  be,  that  it  requires  a  preparation  of  heart  to  receive  and  profit 
by  these  great  truths ;  and  that  it  was  in  tenderness  to  those  who 
wanted  this  preparation,  that  He  held  back  from  them  what  they 
would  have  rejected  or  abused,  and  what,  therefore,  could  not  be 
offered  to  them  without  awfully  enhancing  their  guilt :  and,  as  it  is 
not  to  be  doubted  that  the  public  preaching  of  these  great  truths 
now  would  subject  multitudes  to  the  same  fearful  hazards,  it  is 
thought  that  it  is  plainly  our  duty  to  imitate  the  Lord'^s  Reserve, 
and  to  hold  them  back,  except  where  there  is  due  preparation  to 
receive  them  arieht. 

43.  Now  the  first  remark  that  I  would  make  upon  this  reasoning 
is,  that  it  proceeds  upon  the  exceedingly  precarious — I  might  say, 
infinitely  improbable — assumption,  that  we  can  determine  all  the 
reasons  which  actuated  the  Blessed  Lord  in  this  part  of  his  conduct. 
This  is  plainly  assumed,  I  say,  when  we  are  asked  to  convert  the 
Lord^s  example,  in  this  or  any  such  case,  into  a  rule  of  conduct  for 
ourselves  upon  the  grounds  alleged,  namely,  that  the  reason  which 
determined  his  conduct  obtains  no  less  in  our  case :  for,  unless  we 
knew  all  the  reasons  of  his  conduct,  there  may  plainly  be  some 
which  have  reference  so  exclusively  to  his  office,  the  point  of  the 
dispensation  at  which  He  was  placed,  and  other  circumstances 
peculiar  to  Him,  that  while  they  made  it  right  and  suitable  for 
Him,  they  might  render  it  wrong  and  unwarrantable  in  us. 

44.  Nor  can  it  be  said  that  this  is  a  bare  and  vague  possibility, 
such  as  may  be  alleged  in  almost  any  case  to  suspend  decision  and 
action.     Because  the  differences  between  Him  and  those  who  teach 

Holy  Land  moet  noted  for  its  populousnese.  Indeed,  the  translation  of  roXiXo^a  rw 
iBvwy  by  Oaiilee  the  paptihutf  proposed  by  some,  however  erroneous  it  be,  was  pro- 
bably suggested  by  the  fact,  and  certainly  accords  with  it.  Josephus,  after  describing 
it  as  eminently  fertile,  and  as  consequently  cultivated  throughout,  so  that  not  a  spot 
was  unoccupied,  adds,  iiWii  iral  frvfcyal,  ical  rh  r&y  itwfi&f  rrKiiBos  rrtufraxov  woKv- 
dyBfwwoy  did  t^k  c^Way, — De  Bell,  Jud,  1.  3,  c  2.  And,  3.  Whatever  were  its  <Mrdi- 
naiV  state,  the  Evangelist *s  description  of  it,  just  at  the  moment  that  the  Gospel  opened 
with  the  Beatitudes,  shews  how  curiously  misplaced  is  the  epithet  retired.  '<  And  Uiere 
followed  him  great  multitudes  of  people,  from  Galilee,  and  from  Decapolis,  and  from 
Jerusalem,  and  from  Judea,  and  from  beyond  Jordan.'*  Matl  iv.  2&. — And  this  is 
only  a  very  ordinary  specimen  of  the  way  in  which  Scripture  is  vsed  throog^oat  th* 
Tract. 
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in  his  name  now,  are  so  numerous  and  obvious,  that  it  would  be 
presumable  that  they,  or  some  of  them,  may  haye  entered  into  the 
motives  of  his  conduct,  or  indeed  constituted  the  motives  of  it ; 
even  if  we  could  not  shew  from  Scripture  that  they  actuaUy  did. 
But  this  we  can  do. 

45.  (1.)  As  to  his  miracles, — we  know  from  the  Gospels,  that  the 
Lord  was  under  an  apprehension  that  there  might  be  a  premature 
movement  against  Him  on  the  part  of  his  enemies  on  the  one  hand; 
or  on  the  part  of  the  people  in  his  favour  on  the  other.  That  these 
fears  led  to  precautionary  measures  on  his  part  on  more  occasions 
than  one,  both  in  changing  the  scene  of  his  Ministry,  and  in  for- 
bidding the  publication  of  his  miracles,  we  are  expressly  told.* 
And  it  would  be  very  conceivable  and  probable,  that  He  was  in- 
fluenced by  the  same  motive  on  other  occasions,  when  we  are  not 
expressly  informed  that  such  was  the  case. 

46.  As  to  his  holding  back,  in  his  public  teaching,  the  Doctrine 
of  the  Atonement,  it  seems  accounted  for,  in  some  measure  at  least, 
by  the  consideration,  that  the  work  of  the  Atonement  was  still 
futnre.  When  it  was  distant,  it  seemed  good  to  God  to  present  it 
to  man  only  in  type  and  figure ;  and  the  same  reasons,  whatever 
they  were,  which  led  to  this  partial  concealment  of  it,  while  it  was 
far  off,  might,  very  intelligibly,  have  rendered  it  wrong  that  it  should 
be  fully  disclosed,  however  near  it  came,  until  it  was  actually  ac- 
complished. 

47.  As  to  his  Beserve  concerning  his  own  higher  nature,  I  might 
remark,  (as  I  might  have  done  in  the  case  of  the  Doctrine  of  the 
Atonement,)  that  it  is  represented  as  more  absolute  than  it  really 
was.  But  without  dwelling  on  this,  it  seems,  so  far  as  it  really 
existed,  to  be  accounted  for  by  what  has  been  already  said  of  his 
Beserve  on  the  two  other  points,  namely  the  Doctrine  of  the  Atone- 
ment, and  the  performance  of  his  miracles.  Because,  as  to  the  first, 
whether  we  can  see  the  reason  of  it  or  not,  the  fact  is  very  certain, 
that  in  the  Bevelation  which  preceded  the  Lord^s  coming,  the  veil 
which  was  thrown  over  the  Lord's  Atonement,  extended  to  the 
Doctrine  of  the  Trinity.  And  after  the  Lord's  departure,  when  the 
former  was  clearly  disclosed,  the  latter  also  was  made  manifest.  It 
would  not  be  strange  to  find  at  a  time,  which  was  in  its  character, 
as  well  as  in  fact,  intermediate,  that  while  any  Reserve  was  main- 
tained (for  whatever  cause)  with  respect  to  the  Atonement,  some- 
thing of  the  same  should  be  exercised  with  respect  to  the  Lord^s 
Divinity.  And  again,  as  to  the  second,  the  same  prudential  reasons 
which  restrained  Him  at  times  from  the  open  performance  of  mi- 
racles, might  very  intelligibly  have  withheld  the  public  and  explicit 
declaration  of  his  nature  and  ofSce,  as  likely  no  less  to  call  forth 
some  premature  outbreak  of  the  hostility  of  his  enemies,  or  of  the 
zeal  of  the  multitude  in  his  favour. 


*  Matt.  XL  14_16 ;  John  yi.  15. 
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48.  I  am  not  conoerned  in  oBtablidiing  the  adequacy  of  these 
reasons.  It  is  hardly  necessary,  indeed,  to  prove  their  tmth.  It 
would  be  enough,  if  any  reasons  could  be  assigned  for  the  Lord'^s 
Beserve,  which  apply  altogether  to  Him,  and  not  at  all  to  us ;  and 
which  at  the  same  time  have  so  much  probability,  that  no  one  can 
deny  that  they  may  have  entered  into  the  motives  which  detei^ 
mined  his  conduct  in  this  matter.  And  these  seem  plainly,  at  the 
very  least,  reasons  of  the  kind  required. 

49.  And  it  is  needless  to  say,  that  there  may  be  others  also  which 
we  are  not  able  to  guess  at.  And  if  there  were  no  more  to  be  said, 
this  ought  to  be  enough  to  warn  us  against  the  folly  and  presomp- 
tion  of  converting  the  Lord'^s  procedure  in  this  matter  into  a  rule  of 
conduct  for  ourselves,  on  the  assumption  that  the  full  grounds  of  it 
are  assigned,  when  it  is  ascribed  to  his  reluctance  to  increase  the 
condemnation  of  those  who  were  not  in  a  state  to  receive  these  high 
truths  which  He  withheld. 

50.  But,  indeed,  we  can  go  much  further ;  and  however  super* 
fluous  it  may  be  for  any  purpose  of  deciding  the  question,  it  is  use- 
ful, as  making  it  more  fully  understood.  I  remark,  then,  that  not 
only  does  the  history  of  the  Lord's  Ministry  furnish  cases,  such  as 
these  referred  to,  in  which  this  Reserve  was  exercised  upon  pru- 
dential reasons,  and  not  for  the  moral  reason  which  is  represented 
as  its  sole  motive,  but  it  also  supplies  others  in  which  the  moral 
reason  was  as  strong  as  it  could  have  been  in  any,  and  in  which, 
notwithstanding,  no  Reserve  was  exercised. 

51.  For  example,  I  need  hardly  remind  you  that  many — indeed 
most  of  his  most  striking  miracles,  were  performed  in  the  presence 
of  vast  multitudes,  and  this  at  every  stage  of  his  Mmistry,  from  the 
first  to  the  last,  a 

a  The  way  of  dealing  with  this  embarrasnng  point  which  is  adopted  in  the 
Tract,  seems  worth  considering. 

The  fact,  thatby  fietr  the  greater  number  of  the  Lord's  most  striking  miracles 
which  are  recorded  in  the  Gospels,  were  performed  in  the  face  of  great  multi- 
tudes, would  seem  to  be  a  very  embarassing  one  to  the  theory  maintained  in 
the  Tracts  on  Reserve.  The  following  is  the  only  notice  which  appears  of  it 
in  either  number.  ^^  And  if  we  take  the  instance  of  those  miracles  which  ap- 
pear to  have  been  the  most  public,  Uiose,  for  instance,  of  the  loaves  and  fish^ 
with  five  thousand  persons  [men,  beside  women  and  children]^  on  one  occasion, 
and  four  thousand  (men^  beside  women  and  Mldren]  on  the  other,  partaking  of 
them ;  even  here  it  would  appear  as  if  there  were  somehow  a  sort  of  secret  cha- 
racter about  the  miracle ;  for  the  multitudes  were  afterwards  following  our 
Saviour,  because  they  ate  of  the  bread,  but  not  considering  the  miracle ;  and  of 
the  disciples  themselves,  of  whom  it  is  said,  (by  some  doubtless  very  important 
coincidence  of  expression  of  the  four  evangelists  on  both  occasions,}  that  they 
distributed  the  bread  as  it  grew  in  their  hands,  it  is  said  immediately  after  on 
the  sea,  that  they  considered  not  the  miracle.  It  was  not,  therefore,  even  on 
this  public  occasion,  like  an  overpowering  sign  from  heaven,  but  the  Divine 
agency  even  here  retiring  in  some  degree  from  view,  as  in  his  natnial  pro- 
vidence."* 

*  No.  80,  page  14. 
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52.  And  this  of  itself  throws  Dot  a  little  doubt  on  the  reality  of 
the  cause  assigned  in  the  Tract  for  the  Lord^s  Reserve.     I  do  not 

Now,  upon  this  I  must  begin  by  remarking,  how  delumre  and  inwTBrant  is 
this  mode  of  dispoBing  of  an  objection  which  Scripture  oflfers  to  the  writer's 
theory.  There  are,  as  I  have  said,  a  large  class  of  adverse  cases.  The  writer 
takes  two  of  them  (which  for  this  purpose  are  but  one),  and  attempts  to  re- 
concile them  to  his  views  by  a  process,  which  rests  upon  something  so  peculiar 
to  them,  that,  however  successful  it  were  in  accounting  for  them,  it  could  not^ 
by  any  possibUitv  be  supposed  to  account  for,  or  to  do  any  thing  to  account  for, 
the  others.  And  so  all  the  others  are  left,  without  any  attempt  to  abate  their 
force,  as  objections  to  his  theory,->-objections  amounting,  in  fiiet,  to  nothing 
less  than  this :  that  the  application  which  he  makes  of  ms  theory  of  Reserve 
to  the  miracles  of  the  Blessed  Lord,  is  inconsistent  with  a  leading  fiiot  in  the 
historr  o^  not  one  or  two,  but  almost  all  the  most  striking  of  Ms  miiades  re- 
corded in  the  Gospelsl* 

I  must  repeat^  therefore,  that  this  would  be  a  most  delusive  and  ineverent 
mode  of  di^osing  of  the  objection  which  the  Lord's  fmbhc  miracles  ofier  to  the 
writers  theory,  even  supposing  that  he  had  succeeded  in  reconcilmg  to  it  the 
only  public  miracle  whicn  he  notices.  But  how  entirely  he  has  ffidled  in  doing 
this,  will  appear  upon  looking  a  little  more  closely  at  what  he  says. 

The  first  tiling  that  I  choose  to  notice  in  his  attempt,  whidi  I  have  just 
quoted,  is  the  strange  assertion :  that  of  the  disciples  themselves  ^^  it  is  said, 
('bjf  same  dattbtiess  very  important  coincidence  of  expression  by  the  four  J^sat^ 
ff^sts  on  both  occasionsyj  that  they  distributed  the  bread  as  it  grew  m  their 
hunds^  &c 

It  is  not  easy  to  say  all  that  ought  to  be  said  upon  this  very  extraordinary 
paasaffe ;  for — i.  The  second  of  the  two  occasions  is  recorded  by  only  two  of 
the  Evangelists ;  an  inaccuracy  which  would  scarcely  be  worth  noticing,  exeept 
as  shewing  the  wonderful  carelessness  of  the  writer  in  dealing  with  Holy  Scrip- 
tore.  2.  No  one  of  the  Evangdists  usesy  on  either  oommioa,  the  expression  which 
is  ascribed  to  attfimr  upon  both,  and  ascribed  to  them  in  a  wav  which  directs 
sadi  special  attention  to  the  words.  What  foundation,  indeed,  the  statement 
has  in  the  simple  words  of  the  Gospel  narratives,  it  would  be  hard  even  to 
guess.  3.  If  such  an  expression  had  been  used  by  the  four  Evangelists,  or  by 
any  one  of  them,  it  might  certainly  have  formed  some  foundation  for  tlie 

*  Befeiring  the  reader  to  what  is  said  in  the  part  of  the  Charge  with  which  this  note 
is  cotmeeted,  conoeming  what  the  Qoflpels  teach  directly,  of  the  reasons  for  the  Lord*s 
occaaionaHy  deuring  that  his  miracles  should  not  be  made  known,  I  wish  to  add  two 
remarks  here,  as  further  confurming  and  Ulustrating  the  inference  to  be  drawn  from  it. 
1.  That  this  comniand  is  sometimes  given  to  those  vrho  had  been  pubUdy  healed  by  him 
— in  the  face  of  a  synagogue,  or  at  times  a  larger  assemblage, — and  at  times  too,  when 
the  mixed  multitude  b^re  which  the  miracle  had  been  wrought,  had  given  verv  clear 
evidence,  that  tbev  were  in  no  state  of  preparation  to  profit  by  the  duplay  of  his  mi* 
raculous  power,  in  such  oases  tiie  command  not  to  make  it  or  Him  known  would  seem 
very  evidently  pnuleiditd  (in  the  sense  explained  in  the  Charge).  2.  In  one  case  he 
charged  one  upon  whom  he  had  wrought  a  very  wonderful  work,  to^a  kome  to  hiafrimdt^ 
omd  UU  Hkem.  how  gr&a  thit^  iha  Lord  had  dom  for  ktm,  amd  had  had  ootnpamon  <m  Mm. 
(Mark  v.  19 ;  Luke  viiL  99.)  The  j>eople  to  whom  this  man  was  sent  back,  that  he 
might  publish  to  them  the  Lord's  Divine  power,  and  remain  a  standing  witness  of  it 
among  them,  had  just  shewn  how  little  they  possessed  the  state  of  mind,  which  the 
writer's  theory  would  require,  for  the  performance  of  the  mintcle  at  the  first,  and  for 
its  subsequent  pnblieation :  for  after  witnessing  this  wonder,  they  besought  Him  to 
depart  <mt  of  their  eoaatt.  But  then  it  is  to  be  noted  that  they  were  ver^  little  likely  to 
be  excited  prematurely,  or  excessively,  by  any  representations  of  Chnst,  which  were 
spread  abroad  among  them  ;  and  their  remote  position  rendered  it  also  unlikely  that 
the  ease,  however  it  were  published  there,  should  attract  much  attention  among  his 
powerful  enemies. 
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mean  of  course  that  it  raises  any  doubt  that  a  sinner^s  guilt  is  fear- 
fully aggravated  by  the  brightness  of  the  light  against  which  he 

notion,  that  in  this  miracle  the  Difjine  agency  retired  in  some  degree  from  pitbSe 
view^  as  in  God^s  natural  providence.  But,  even  then,  this  notion  could  hardly 
be  maintained  by  any  one  who  read  to  the  end  of  the  narratiyes.  For  couli^ 
the  same  speculation  be  applied  to  what  is  actuaUy  recorded  in  all  of  them— 
viz.  that  arber  l^e  hunger  of  the  multitude  was  fully  satisfied,  several  baskets 
full  (on  the  occasion  related  by  all,  twelve,  on  the  additional  occasion  recorded 
by  St.  Matthew  and  St.  Mark,  seven)  of  the  fragments  of  the  food  were  ^- 
thered  up  by  the  disciples  ?  Even  if,  then,  the  Evangelists  had  actually  said, 
that  the  disciples  distributed  the  bread  as  it  grew  in  their  handSy  Twhich  they  do 
not),  and  if,  so  far,  their  narrative  might  suggest  the  notion  that  the  I>ivine 
agency  was  retiring  on  the  occasion  in  some  degree  from  view,  as  in  his  natural 
providence,  and  that  they  were,  therefore,  unconscious  of  the  miraculous  cha- 
racter of  the  work  which  they  were  performing,  while  it  was  going  on, — could 
this  unconsciousness  have  continued,  when  they  themselves  gathered  together, 
and  put  into  baskets,  a  quantity  of  food  visibly  exceeding  vastly  the  whole 
quantity  which  they  had  at  the  beginning  for  distribution  ?  Could  they  have 
remained  insensible  to  the  miracle  after  this,  even  if  they  had  been  unconscious 
of  it  before  ?  And  it  seems  worth  remarking,  as  bearing  upon  the  question  of 
his  reserve  on  the  occasion,  that  we  are  expressly  told  by  St.  Johu  (vi.  12) 
that  this  was  done  by  the  direct  command  of  the  blessed  Lord  Himself:  ^  Gfather 
up  the  fragments  that  remain,  that  nothing  be  lost."  And  we  are  told  by  St 
ftlatthew  (xvi.  »— 16),  and  by  St.  Mark  (viii.  19,  20),  that  when  He  recalled 
these  wonders  to  their  mind,  He  dwelt  especially  upon  thb  &ct,  as  marking 
beyond  a  doubt  the  miraculous  nature  of  what  had  been  done. 

The  quantity  of  fragments  left  after  the  multitude  had  eaten,  which  they 
were,  as  it  were,  made  to  notice,  would,  of  itself,  prove  to  most  unprejudiced 
minds,  that  those  who  witnessed  what  was  done  could  not  have  been  uncon- 
scious of  its  miraculous  character.  And  the  Lord's  having  so  specially  directed 
their  attention  to  it  at  the  time,  is  an  equally  satisfactory  proof  th&t  He  could 
not  have  intended  that  they  should  be  unconscious  of  the  miracle.*  But  it  is 
attempted  to  be  shewn  that  we  have  some  special  reason  to  conclude  that  they 
actually  were,  from  the  language  employed  about  both  the  multitude  and  the 
Disciples,  in  the  Gospels.  For,  1.  "The  multitudes  were  afterwards  foUovnne 
our  Saviour,  because  they  ate  of  the  bread,  but  not  considering  the  miracle, 
and  2.  Of  the  Disciples  themselves,  "  it  is  said  immediately  after  on  the  sea, 
that  they  considered  not  the  miracle." 

Now,  1.  what  is  said  of  the  multitude  (though  there  is  nothing  in  Scripture 
exactly  corresponding  to  it)  is,  I  suppose,  drawn  from  the  Gospel  of  St.  John, 
where  we  are  told  that  when  they  found  that  He  had  crossed  the  sea  towards 
Capernaum,  they  also  took  shipping  and  came  to  Capernaum  seeking  for  Jesus, 
and  that  instead  of  commendmg  their  zeal.  He  reproved  them,  and  said, 
**  Verily,  verily,  I  say  unto  you,  ye  seek  me,  not  because  ye  saw  the  miracles, 

*  This  is  of  great  importance  to  the  writer*8  argument.  Indeed  it  is  plain  tbat  their 
ignorance  of  the  miracidouB  nature  of  the  act,  {if  they  could  be  shewn  to  be  ignorant  of 
it)  would  be  no  proof  of  the  Lord^  Heserve  in  the  case,  except  in  the  degree  in  which 
their  isnoranoe  might  be  presumed  to  have  arisen  from  his  intention  that  it  should  be 
concealed  from  them.  Now  that  He  did  not  intend  that  it  should,  is  suffidentlv  proved 
by  what  I  have  noticed  above.  But,  moreover,  that  He  could  hardly  have  had  any 
such  intention,  is  evident  from  the  fact,  that  just  before,  He  had  wrought  divera 
miracles  in  the  face  of  this  same  multitude,  who  beheld  them  with  wonder.  ''  And 
great  multitudes  came  unto  him,  having  with  them  those  that  were  blind,  dumb, 
maimed,  and  many  others,  and  cast  them  down  at  Jesus*  feet ;  and  be  healed  them : 
inaomudb  that  the  multitude  wondered,  when  they  saw  the  dumb  to  speak,  the  maimed 
to  be  whole,  the  lame  to  walk,  and  the  blind  to  see  ;  and  they  glorified  the  Ood  of 
Israel.**    Matt.  xv.  30,  31. 
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doses  his  eyes ;  but  that  it  does  suggest  some  doubt  whether  the 
Lord  was  inflneDced,  as  it  is  said,  in  withholding  this  light  from  his 

but  because  ye  did  eat  of  the  loaves  and  were  filled."  But  it  would  be  very 
strange  to  inrer  from  this  rebuke,  that  when  they  witnessed  the  miracle,  they 
did  not  know  that  it  was  a  miracle, — which  is  the  point,  be  it  remembered, 
that  the  writer  has  to  make  good.*  On  the  contrary,  it  seems  plain  that  they 
were  following  the  Lord  in  the  expectation  of  being  again  miraculously  fed  by 
him.  And  that  what  he  reproyes  tnem  for,  is,  that  the  miracle  which  they  had 
witnessed  awoke  no  feeling  in  their  hearts  that  He  who  had  thus  miraculously 
supplied  their  bodily  wants,  was  able  to  minister  to  their  spiritual  necessities ; 
— that,  eagerly  as  they  followed  his  traces,  it  was  not  under  any  sense  of  such 
wants,  or  with  any  desire  of  the  "  meat  which  endureth  unto  everlasting  life,'' 
but  in  the  hope  thiat  He  would  give  them  again  of  the  ^  meat  that  peri^eth." 
What  follows,  in  which  He  in  vain  endeavours  to  raise  these  higher  desires 
in  their  minds,  and  to  lead  them  to  look  upon  Him  in  this  his  higher  office, 
can  hardly  be  read  by  any  one  without  perceiving  that  this  was  the  case.  And 
at  all  events  (what  is  enough  for  the  particular  point)  it  must  be  evident,  that 
the  multitude  were  followinc^  Him  just  because  they  knew  that  He  had  once 
miraculously  fed  them,  and  hoped  that  He  woold  do  so  again. 

2.  It  is  further  urged,  that  of  the  Disciples  themselves,  it  is  said  immediately 
afterwards  upon  the  sea,  that  they  '^  considered  not  the  miracle.''  The  refer- 
ence here  is  of  course  to  Mark  vi.  52.  And  no  doubt  the  place  shews  that  they 
had  not  carried  away,  or  at  least  did  not  retain,  such  an  impression  of  the 
Lord's  Divine  power  as  might  naturally  be  expected  to  be  the  result  of  so  stu- 
pendous a  miracle — and  that  so  they  were  as  unprepared  for  a  new  exercise  of 
nis  miraculous  powers,  and  as  amazed  when  they  witnessed  one,  as  those  might 
be  who  had  never  seen  any  wonder  wrought  by  Him.* 

It  must  be  plain,  however,  that  nothing  more  ia  conveyed  to  us  in  what  is 
said  here  by  the  Evangelist  of  the  disciples.  And  it  is  nardly  necessary  to 
add,  that  this  furnishes  no  kind  of  foundation  for  the  inference  whicn  is 
attempted  to  be  drawn  from  it    The  fiict,  that  so  soon  after  such  miracles,  the 

*  Indeed  he  has,  properly  speaking,  somewhat  more  to  prove,  (though  I  do  not 
think  it  necessary  to  mtroduce  what  must  lengthen  an  examination  which  without  it  is 
so  much  too  long,)  viz.,  that  their  ignoranoe  sprang  from  some  designed  veiling  of  the 
miraonlous  nature  of  the  act.     See  the  precedmg  note. 

*  This  seems  to  be  the  ground  of  the  condemnatory  sentence  in  St  Mark  vi.  62 : 
for  it  stands  in  immediate  connection  with  his  account  of  the  way  in  which  they  were 
affected  by  the  supernatural  cahning  of  the  storm  inunediately  upon  the  Lord*8  entering 
tiie  flUp :  **  And  toev  were  sore  amazed  in  themselves  beyond  measure,  and  wondered. 
For  they  oonsiderea  not  the  miracle  of  the  loaves,  for  their  heart  was  hardened.** 
Strong  as  the  language  of  the  Evangelist  is  in  stating  the  fact,  if  we  had  his  narrative 
only,  without  his  comment  upon  it,  we  could  not  be  sure,  (perhaps  it  would  not  occur 
to  us  to  think)  that  there  was  any  thing  more  in  the  feelings  which  he  described  than 
due  awe  and  wonder  at  tins  manifestation  of  the  Divine  power  of  the  Lord.  But 
learning  from  his  comment  that  their  state  of  mind  as  exhibited  by  their  amazement 
was  bkune-worthy,  when  we  look  back  upon  it,  to  see  in  what  it  was  reprehensible,  we 
are  irresistibly  led  to  conclude,  I  diink,  that  it  was  in  their  not  having  received,  or  at 
least  retained,  such  an  impression  of  the  Lord*s  character,  from  the  miracle  of  the 
loaves  which  they  had  witnessed,  as  would  prepare  them  to  see  any  fresh  display  of  the 
same  Divine  power  (vrith  whatever  awe,)  at  least  without  the  stupid  wonder  of  those, 
tp  whom  no  such  manifestation  of  what  He  was  had  been  vouchsafed.  And  this  is 
confirmed  by  his  own  rebuke  to  them,  when,  after  they  had  seen  both  the  miracles  of 
feeding  the  multitude,  (See  Matt.  xvi.  6u.l2. ;  Mark  vxii.  14—21.)  they  shew  that  they 
think  of  Him  still  as  of  one  to  be  perplexed  and  made  anxious  by  their  haviog  forgotten 
to  take  bread  with  them  in  crossing  the  sea.  He  rebukes  them  for  their  liiUe  faiihf 
reminds  them  of  what  they  had  seen  of  what  He  was  able  to  do,  and  asks  them,  How  is 
it  that  ye  do  not  understand  9  (The  word  is  the  same  as  that  translated  consider  in 
Mark  vi  62.) 
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oountrymen,  where  he  did  withhold  it,  by  a  gradous  reluctance  to 
add  to  their  guilt.    For,  not  to  consider  those  cases  in  which 

impreflrioiu  which  they  ought  to  have  produced  upon  those  who  witnsMed 
them,  seem  to  have  disappeared,  may  be  a  very  eztraordinazy  hyct ;  but  the 
inference  from  it — ^that  the  miraculouB  character  of  the  acts  at  the  time  of  their 
performance,  was  not  perceptible ;  or  even  that  it  was  not  actuidly  perceived  by 
those  very  persona,  is  oertamly  a  very  rash  one.  I  can  guess  no  principle  upon 
which  sach  an  inference  rests,  except  thb :  that  if  such  mirades  had  been  at 
the  time  felt  and  acknowledged,  they  must  have  produced  such  practical  im- 
pressions with  respect  to  the  power  by  which  they  were  wrought  as  could  not 
so  soon  be  efiaced.  I  need  hu^y  take  the  trouble  of  saying  any  thing  upon 
the  very  hasty  and  superficial  views  of  the  nature  of  the  human  mind,  on 
which  this  principle  is  founded ;  because  its  unsoundness  must  appear  suffi- 
ciently from  what  every  one  has  observed,  (and  I  suppose  hardly  an^  one  is 
without  unhi^py  personal  experience  of  the  same  kind,)  of  the  rapidity  with 
which  what  appear  to  be  indelible  impressions  upon  the  feelings,  fiide  away. 
But  I  think  it  worth  noticing,  that  it  has  been  used  in  a  way  which  would 
have  made  a  writer  of  ordinary  caution  very  slow  to  aid  in  giving  it  currency. 
For  it  is  by  virtue  of  this  very  principle  tliat  Lord  Bolingbroke  finds  himself 
able  to  prove,  that  the  miracles  of  the  Exodus,  as  recoraed  by  Mosee^  were 
never  in  fact  wrought.*  And  certainly  if  the  Divine  be  allowed  to  say :  These 
men  could  not  have  known  that  what  they  saw  was  a  mirade,  or  they  would 
not  have  been  so  transiently  impressed  by  it ; — it  seems  hard  to  prevent  the 
Infidel  from  taking  the  further  step,  and  leading  others  too  to  take  it :  These 
men  could  not  have  witnessed  a  miracle,  or  the  impressions  which  it  must 
have  produced  would  not  so  soon  have  disappeared. 

And  now  1  suppose  no  more  is  necessai^,  to  convince  my  readers  that  it  is 
nothing  short  of  a  most  indefensible  abuse  of  Holy  Scripture,  to  represent  the 
Gospel  narrative  of  the  miraculous  feeding  of  the  multitude,  as  am>rding  any 
ffround  for  supposing,  or  indeed  any  excuse  for  imagining,  that  there  toas  some- 
now  a  sort  of  secret  character  about  this  miracle^  so  that  though  from  the 
nature  of  it,  the  Lord  was  constrained,  as  it  were,  to  perform  it  in  public,  yet 
there  was  no  breach  of  Reserve^  in  the  performance  of  it,  for  that  the  IHvine 
agency  retired  in  some  degree  from  view  as  in  his  natural  providence^  and  that 
80  the  multitudes  who  ate,  and  the  disciples  who  fed  them,  were  unconsciouB  of 
the  miracle.  And  yet  this  is  not  all.  The  position  of  the  writer,  viz.,  that  in 
these  two  public  miracles  the  miraculous  character  of  what  was  done,  was  in 
some  way  hidden  from  those  who  witnessed  it — ^not  merely  rests  upcm  nothing 
better  than  the  very  extraordinary  misrepresentations  and  perversions  of  Holy 
Scripture  which  I  have  been  so  long  exposing,  but  is  sustained  against  its 
positive  and  express  testimony.  For  we  are  expressly  told  by  St.  John, — 
^'  Then  those  men,  when  they  had  seen  the  miracle  which  Jesus  did, 
SAID,  This  is  of  a  truth  that  prophet  that  should  comb  into  the  world," 
John  vL  14.  And  immediately  after,  he  teUs  us  that  the  Lord  was  obliged  to 
withdraw  himself  from  them,  because  ^^  He  perceived  that  thbt  would 
come  and  take  Him  by  force  to  make  Him  a  Kino." 

I  do  not  believe  that  outside  the  Tracts,  (and  the  other  publications  of  their 
authors)  it  would  be  ea&ry^  to  find  such  an  example  of  haruuing  the  word  of  Ood 
— I  will  not  say,  deceitfully — but  certainly  with  the  most  irreverent  careless- 
ness. If  it  were  a  solitary  or  a  rare  instance,  it  would  have  been  inexcusable 
to  have  spent  so  much  space  and  labour  upon  it.  But  such  instances  abound 
in  these  writings.  It  is  no  exaggeration  to  say  that  a  moderate-siEed  volume 
might  be  made  out,  (and  a  very  useful  one  it  would  be^)  of  hardly  less  flamnt 
examj^es,  from  the  Tracts,  and  the  other  publications  of  the  Tractarian  s^ool. 
I  have  given  some  remarkable  instances  in  the  Charge.    But  even  the  Tracts 
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we  are  expressly  told  that  such  was  the  case,  it  cannot  be  doubted 
that  a  great  proportion  of  such  vast  assemblages  were  always  un- 
prepared rightly  to  receive  sach  displays  of  his  Divine  power.  And 
that  He  was  not  restrained  in  so  many  cases  fi^m  performing  mi- 
racles in  their  presence,  wonld  seem  to  shew  that  such  restraint,* 
when  He  did  exercise  it,  is  not  to  be  ascribed  to  this  moral  cause, 
but  to  the  prudential  reasons  by  which  we  are  expressly  told  He 
was  influenced  upon  some  of  these  occasions.  A  course  of  conduct 
which  rested  <m  the  former  motive  would  not  seem  to  admit  of 
fluctuations ;  while,  if  it  sprang  from  the  latter,  it  would  be  liable 
to  change  with  change  of  place,  with  the  feelings  of  the  people,  and 
sueh  like  variable  circumstances. 

53.  But  indeed  there  is  no  more  striking  evidence  how  little  the 
Lord  was  decided  by  the  former  motive,  than  that  which  is  fur- 
nished by  the  very  texts  which  are  brought  forward  to  support  this 
theory.  After  other  proofs,  ^*  that  our  Lord^'s  manifesting  him- 
self was  accompanied  with  very  great  and  singular  danger,^  it  is 
added,  that  ^^  this  is  borne  out  by  expressions  such  as  these,  *  If  I 
had  not  come  and  spoken  unto  them,  they  had  not  had  sin  ;*  and, 
*  If  I  had  not  done  among  them  the  works  which  none  other  man 
did,  they  had  not  had  sin.*^  And  we  know  that  the  places  of  our 
Lord^'s  peculiar  abode,  and  the  scene  of  his  mighty  works,  Oaper- 
naum  and  Bethsaida,  were  brought  into  a  condition  so  fearfiil,  that 
as  to  the  former  *  it  will  be  more  tolerable  for  Sodom  in  the  day  of 
judgment.^  ^  And  then  it  is  added  in  the  way  of  inference :  ^^  If, 
therefore,  such  great  guilt  was  incurred  by  witnessing  our  Saviour^s 
miracles  and  preaching,  may  we  not  reasonably  suppose  that  the 
withholding  the  full  evidence  of  his  power,  was  in  mercy  intended 
to  keep  them  back  from  so  awful  a  state  T* 

54.  Now,  as  I  said,  there  can  be  no  doubt  of  the  feet  which  such 


upon  Reserve  would  supply  a  considerable  number  in  addition,  io  which  I  have 
not  been  able  to  adverfc  in  any  wav-  To  treat  the  subject  properlv,  indeed, 
would  be  impossible  within  any  moderate  limits.  But  it  is  one  which  I  felt  to 
be  of  8U«h  gpreat  importance,  that  I  could  not  entirely  pass  it  over.  In  fact  I 
hardly  regard  even  the  grievous  errors  which  the  Tractarians  have  advocated, 
as  likely  in  themselves  to  do  more  extensive  injury,  than  their  mode  of  sup- 
porting them,  and  most  of  all  the  abuse  of  Scripture  to  which  they  have  inured 
a  large  class  of  readers.  I  trust  that  even  the  notice  which  I  have  been  able  to 
take  of  this  peculiar  feature  of  their  writings,  will  have  the  efiect  of  directing 
more  attention  to  it.  And  I  thought  that  a  thorough  examination  of  a  single 
instance  was  more  likely  to  make  a  useful  impression  than  a  slighter  notice  of 
a  gi^ter  number.  I  am  sure  that  a  fair  consideration  even  of  this  one  instanoe, 
on  which  I  have  dwelt  so  long,  would  do  a  great  deal  to  secure  any  right- 
minded  reader  from  trusting  mmself  in  the  hands  of  writers,  who,  though 
putting  forward  for  themselves  almost  exclusive  claims  to  reverence  for  Reve- 
latiouy  and  rebuking  rather  arrogantly  the  want  of  it  in  others,  reaUy  treat  Holy 
Scripture  with  the  most  arbitruy  violence ;  make  it  prove  and  disprave  what 
they  like ;  and  find  in  it  what  they  want,  and  nothing  else. 

•  Tract,  No.  80,  p.  16. 
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passages  establish,  but  may  we  not  reasonably  hesitate  about  the 
inference!  The  texts  doubtless  convey  to  us  very  impressively  the 
awfnl  aggravation  of  guilt  which  the  abuse  of  distinguished  bless- 
ings brings.  But  do  they  not  also  convey  to  us,  that  the  fullest  ap> 
prehension  of  this  result  did  not  influence  the  Lord  to  withhold 
these  blessings !  For  He  did  come  and  speak  those  gracious  words 
to  his  countrymen,  and  do  those  wonderful  works  among  them, 
which  were  to  be  their  condemnation.  And  Chorazin,  and  Beth- 
saida,  and  Capernaum,  upon  which  this  heavy  sentence  was  pro- 
nounced, ttere  '  the  cities  wherein  most  of  his  mighty  works  were 
done.'  And,  as  if  for  the  very  purpose  of  restraining  the  rash  con- 
clusion, that  it  was  the  state  of  preparation  of  those  to  whom  He 
preached,  which  determined  his  giving  or  withholding  such  mani- 
festations of  his  nature  and  office,  He  adds,  to  the  further  con- 
demnation of  the  cities  which  had  been  favoured  in  vain,  that  had 
the  same  works  been  done  in  Sodom  of  old,  it  would  have  been 
saved  firom  destruction ;  and  that  even  at  that  very  ^ay,  if  the  same 
wonders  had  been  vrrought  in  Tyre  and  Sidon,  they  would  have 
repented  long  ago.* 

55.  Now,  are  not  all  these  passages  to  which  I  have  been  re- 
ferring, sufficient  to  prove  that  this  theory  of  the  motives  of  the 
Lord's  Reserve,  is  not  only  without  any  Scripture  foundaticMi,  but 
that  it  is  maintained  in  opposition  to  very  strong  Scripture  evi- 
dence i  And,  in  fact,  if  we  were  to  assert  that  the  Lord  never 
withheld  any  manifestation  of  his  Divine  power  from  men,  under 
an  apprehension,  that  they  were  not  prepared  to  use  it  but  to  their 
own  hurt,  should  we  not  seem  to  be  speaking  with  far  more  Scrip- 
ture warrant  than  they  who  ascribe  to  this  motive  all  the  Beserve 
which  he  exercised  ?  But  I  have  no  intention  of  making  any  such 
presumptuous  assertion.  What  we  ought  to  feel,  I  am  sure,  is, 
that  we  are  going  beyond  our  line,  when  we  venture  to  assign  ab- 
solutely the  grounds  of  such  a  procedure.  I  believe  that  it  would 
be  very  rash  to  maintain  that  this  consideration  did  not  enter  into 
the  reasons  of  the  Lord's  Beserve.  But  we  can  be  very  sure  that 
it  did  not  influence  his  conduct  in  any  way  which  would  make  it 
safe  or  warrantable  in  us  to  follow  his  example.  For  He  certainly 
did  not  act  upon  it  in  the  cases  in  which  it  must  have  been  strong- 
est ;  and,  therefore,  if  it  influenced  him  at  all,  it  must  have  been  ia 

*  A  very  awfdl  passage,  in  which  the  Lord  nves  the  nason  of  his  speaking  in  panr 
bles  to  the  multitude,  appears  with  some  vanation  in  the  three  first  Evangelista— 
(Matt.  xiii.  1]_15  ;  Mark  iy.  11,  12  ;  Luke  viii.  10.)  But  it  seems  in  all,  and  espe- 
eiaUy  in  St  Mark,  to  present  this  part  of  his  Reserve  (his  speaking  to  the  multitude  in 
parables)  in  the  light  of  a  judicial  act,  and  as  much  as  posdble  remored  from  a  gra- 
cious withholding  from  them  of  knowledge  which  would  be  injurious  to  them.  But 
as  this  opens  matter  which  could  not  be  satisfactorily  or  very  safely  treated,  except  at 
some  length,  I  have  omitted  all  notice  of  it  in  the  text,  and  only  give  it  a  place  lier« 
to  shew  how  much  there  was  to  deter  one,  who  approached  such  subjects  with  any 
genuine  reverence,  or  indeed  decent  caution,  from  the  rashness  of  which  the  author 
of  the  Tract  has  been  guilty. 
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oonjuDction  with  other  reasons,  and  controlled  by  them.  And 
what  we  see  most  certainly  is,  that  when  they  made  it  right  to 
manifest  his  Divine  power,  the  clearest  knowledge  that  the  mani- 
festation would  be  aoused  by  those  to  whom  it  was  made,  was  not 
a  sti£Scient  reason  for  withholding  it. 

56.  QviXi  it  be  pretended  then,  that  we  are  following  his  example 
if  we  exercise  Reserve  in  preaching  Him,  his  nature,  and  his  work, 
whenever  we  think  we  see  groimds  for  apprehending  that  those  to 
whom  we  speak  may  not  be  so  prepared  to  receive  such  teaching 
as  rightly  to  use  it  ?  Would  not  this  mode  of  deriving  a  rule  of 
conduct  from  his  example  (setting  aside  for  a  moment  the  question, 
whether  we  have  not  in  the  case  a  certain  and  opposite  rule  in  his 
commands)  be  a  very  presumptuous  and  dishonest  mode  of  dealing 
with  the  matter  ?  So  far  as  the  other  motives  of  his  conduct  in 
such  cases  (which  we  have  seen  were  the  controlling  and  regulating 
motives)  are  unknown  to  us,  we  should  be  plainly  acting  in  the 
dark  in  imitating  his  Reserve.  So  far  as  we  seem  to  have  reason 
from  Scripture  to  suppose  that  his  motives  were  personal  and  tem- 
porary, we  should  be  acting  against  reason  and  Scripture  in  imi- 
tating his  conduct. 

57.  But  still  further.  We  have  already  seen  how  far  we  have 
reason  to  suppose  that  his  Reserve  is  to  be  ascribed  to  other  motives 
rather  than  tne  one  assigned.  But,  however  the  question  as  to  his 
motives  might  be  settled,  we  have  manifold  intimations  that,  in 
point  of  fact,  the  Reserve  which  He  exercised  was  to  have  an  end  ; 
that  the  purposes  for  which  it  was  adopted  only  required  it  to 
be  maintamed  while  his  own  work  in  the  flesh  was  going  on,  and 
that,  that  once  over,  what  He  for  the  time  concealed  should  be 
made  manifest  to  all.  Passages  which  convey  this  to  us,  must  be 
familiar  to  every  one,  and  it  is  not  merely  that  such  intimations  are 
lost  upon  the  writer  of  the  Tract,  but  his  mode  of  dealing  with 
them  shews  him  to  have  consulted  Scripture  under  prepossessions 
which  prevented  him  from  seeing  any  thing  there,  except  what 
made  ybr  his  theory.  For,  when  he  comes  to  a  passage  which  con- 
tains such  an  intimation,  he  actually  takes  the  evidence  that  it 
gives,  that  Reserve  was  exercised  by  the  Lord,  and  leaves  behind 
the  proof  which  it  contains,  that  this  Reserve  was  to  cease  with  his 
departure !  ^ 

68.  For  example.  The  caution  which  He  gives  to  the  disciples 
who  witnessed  the  Transfiguration,  not  to  speak  of  what  they  had 
seen,  is  referred  to  as  among  the  proofs  that  He  was  careful  not  to 
divulge  his  Divinity,  or  any  thing  which  would  indicate  Divine 
power.*     And  no  notice  is  taken  of  the  fact  that,  while  He  gives 

•  Tnust,  No.  80,  p.  16. 

3  The  Tery  same  course  has  been  pursued  in  attempting  to  prove  that  the  Tractarian 
Doctrine  of  Reserve  is  in  accordance  with  the  views  of  the  Bishop  of  WinchbstxiI|  as 
expressed  in  his  Minitterial  Cha/raoUr  qfChrui — See  note  6,  p.  431^  «upfa.-.Ei>. 
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the  command,  He  expresgly  limits  its  obligation  to  the  aooom- 
plishment  of  his  work  in  the  flesh :  ^'  He  chaTged  them  that  thej 
should  tell  no  man  what  things  they  had  seen,  tiU  the  San  of  Man 
were  risen/ram  the  dead.'*''  *  Does  not  this  yery  clearly  point  to  a 
difference  between  the  Lord's  circumstances  and  theirs,  which 
would  make  it  needless  or  wrong  for  them  to  maintain  the.silence 
or  Reserye  upon  this  point,  which  He,  from  whateyer  cause,  saw 
necessary  while  He  was  with  them !  And  does  not  He  conyey 
yery  clearly,  that  this  applied  to  all  that  He  taught  them  in  secret, 
and  hid  from  the  rest  of  bis  countrymen,  when  He  commands  them, 
^'  What  I  tell  you  in  darkness,  that  speak  ye  in  light ;  and  what 
ye  hear  in  the  ear,  that  preach  ye  upon  the  house-tops  f 

59.  Now  can  more  be  needed  to  shew  the  strange  peryerseness 
of  seeking  to  draw  a  rule  for  the  guidance  of  Ministers  at  the  present 
da^,  from  the  Beserye  exercised  by  the  Blessed  Lord  in  his  earthly 
Mmistry  i  Suppose  that  the  assumption  of  our  knowledge  of  the 
motiyes  of  his  conduct,  through  which  it  is  conyerted  into  a  role 
for  us,  were  not,  as  it  is,  infinitely  precarious  and  improbable,  but 
in  the  highest  degree  probable  :  suppose  that  the  motiye  assigned 
were  supported  by  the  Scriptures,  instead  of  being,  as  I  haye  shewn, 
discountenanced  and  oyerthrown  by  them ;  still,  with  such  distinct 
intimations,  that  in  what  He  did  in  this  way.  He  was  not  to  be 
imitated  by  those  who  were  to  preach  after  Him,  would  it  not  be 
plainly  our  duty  to  seek  guidance  in  preaching  the  Gospel  rather 
from  his  commands  to  those  preachers  who  were  to  follow  Him, 
than  from  his  own  example  i  And  when  we  find  Him  commanding 
that  they  should  *^  Go  into  all  the  world,  and  preach  the  Gospel  to 
eyery  creature ;''  ^^  that  Repentance  and  remission  of  sins  were  to 
be  preached  in  his  name  among  all  nations  ;^  and  when  we  find  that 
with  whatever  Reserve  He  might  have  declared  the  Doctrine  of  the 
Trinity  during  his  own  Ministry,  they  were,  by  his  appointment,  to 

*  In  the  same  way,  amon^  the  proofs  that  the  Lord  ^  was  in  the  hahit  of  oonoealing 
in  a  remarkable  manner,  his  Divine  power  and  majesty,  excepting  so  far  as  persons 
miriit  be  found  capable  of  reoeivinff  it,**  we  find  the  Jews*  complaininff  expostulation^ 

*^  How  long  dost  thou  make  us  to  doubt  ?    If  thou  be  the  Christ,  teU  us  plainW  ** 

brought  forward  (No.  80,  p.  21.),  without  any  notice  whatever  of  his  i^Iy:  **  I  told 
you  before,  and  ye  believed  not.**  Perhaps  it  will  be  said  that  He  adds,  '*  The  works 
which  I  do  in  my  Father*s  name,  they  bear  witness  of  me  ;**  and  thai  pcobably  the 
former  part  of  what  He  says  does  not  mean*  that  He  had  told  them  m  wordt  who  He 
was,  but  that  they  ought  to  have  learned  it  from  his  works.  Perhaps  so.  But  still, 
even  if  this  be  his  meaning,  it  is  no  less  opposed  to  the  view  of  his  Reserve,  which  is 
given  in  the  Tract,  in  which,  as  we  have  seen,  it  is  not  merely  maintained  that  He 
abstfuned  from  maJdng  any  express  declaration  of  his  Divine  nature,  to  those  idio  were 
unprepared  rightly  to  use  the  knowledge,  but  from  any  such  displays  of  his  Divine 
power  as  were  fitted  to  reveal  it.  Now  that  they  to  whom  He  was  speaking  on  this 
occasion  were  unprepared  for  such  a  disclosure  we  may  assume  ;  for  otherwise  the  case 
would  have  no  conceivable  application  to  the  point  for  which  it  is  brought  forward. 
But,  indeed,  how  verv  unprepared  they  were, — in  what  a  state,  not  of  blmdness  only, 
but  of  hardness  and  bitterness— appears  sufficiently  by  what  follows,  where  it  appears 
that  when  He  does  declare  expressly,  "  I  and  my  Father  are  one,**  they  took  up  stones 
again  to  ttoite  Him,  Even  in  this  view  of  the  meaning  of  the  Lord*s  answer,  thereforey 
it,  in  all  fairness,  required  to  be  noticed  when  the  Jews'  complaint  waa  resorted  to,  to 
prove  bb  Retortfe, 
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require  a  profession  of  belief  in  this  great  mjstery,  at  the  very 
threshold  of  the  Church,  from  all  whom  they  permitted  to  enter  it : 
when  we  see  this,  I  say,  we  conld  hardly  doubt  that,  according  to 
his  very  distinct  intimations,  the  Reserve  which  He  had  found  it 
right,  for  whatever  cause,  to  maintain,  was  now  at  an  end. 

60.  And  if,  in  the  way  in  which  eyerj  thing  may  be  made 
doubtful,  questions  are  raised  about  the  true  meaning  of  these  com- 
mands, is  it  not  manifestly  our  wisdom  and  our  duty  to  look  at  the 
example  of  the  first  preachers  of  truth,  to  see  how  they  understood 
his  commands,  and  how  far  they  felt  bound  by  the  example  of  his 
Heserye. 

61.  I  need  not  review  their  preaching,  to  shew  how  little  counte- 
nance it  afibrds  to  the  principle  of  homing  back  from  sinners  the 
Atonement  of  the  blessed  Lord.  I  feel,  that  for  you,  such  proofs 
cannot  be  necessary.  I  cannot  however  refrain  from  reminding  you 
of  a  single  passage,  which  shews  how  deeply  impressed  St.  Paul 
was  with  the  awful  truth,  that  they  who  hear  the  everlasting 
Gospel  and  reject  it,  are  in  far  deeper  condemnation  than  if  it  had 
never  sounded  in  their  ears ;  and  which  at  the  same  time  shews, 
how  little  he  was  restrained  from  preaching  it,  by  the  thought,  even 
while  it  seems  to  overwhelm  him  with  awe—"  Now  thanks  be  unto 
Ood,'^  he  says,  "  who  always  causeth  us  to  triumph  in  Christ,  and 
maketh  manifest  the  savour  of  his  knowledge  [the  knowledge  of 
Him]  by  us  in  every  place.  For  we  are  unto  God  a  sweet  savour 
of  Christ  in  them  that  are  saved,  and  in  them  that  perish :  to  the 
one  we  are  a  savour  of  life  unto  life ;  and  to  the  other,  a  savour  of 
death  unto  death.     And  who  is  sufficient  for  these  things  P 

62.  Here  we  see  the  holy  Apostle  rejoicing,  and  returning  thanks  to 
Ood,  for  enabling  him  to  preach  the  Oospd  of  Christ,  and  to  make 
Him  known  **in  every  place.**^  And  this,  although  he  knewso  well  that 
one  result  of  his  preaching  was  so  tremendously  to  enhance  the 
guilt  of  those  who  refused  to  hear :  this,  I  say,  did  not  withhold 
him  from  delivering  his  message ;  nay,  nor  from  thanking  God  that 
He  had  enabled  him  to  deliver  it.  For  this  is  the  simple  subject 
of  his  fervent  thanksgiving.  And  if  there  were  no  other  passage  in 
the  New  Testament  bearing  on  the  question,  ought  not  this  to 
decide  it!  Ought  not  this,  were  it  alone,  to  shew  that  we  are 
grievously  mistaking  our  place  and  duty  as  preachers  of  the  Gospel, 
when  we  think  ourselves  warranted  in  holding  it  back  in  any  case, 
from  the  apprehension  that  it  will  be  rejected,  and  so  will  aggravate 
the  guilt  of  those  to  whom  it  is  offered ! 

63.  I  do  not  mean,  as  I  said,  to  bring  forward  the  proofs  which 
St.  PauPs  Epistles  supply,  to  shew  the  place  which  the  Atonement 
held  in  his  preaching,  but  the  mode  in  which  all  this  Scriptural  evi- 
dence i«  disposed  of  is  too  instructive  an  exhibition  of  the  way  in 
which  Scripture  is  dealt  with  in  this  cause,  to  be  omitted.  After 
having  poditively  asserted  that  ^^  All  Scripture  is  a  hamumy  €U  ojh 
posed  to  this  modem  iffstetn^  [i.  e.  the  explicit  preaching  of  the 
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Atonement,  to  which  the  Tract  is  opposed,]  the  writer  goes  on  in- 
genuously to  confess  that  the  Epistles  of  St.  Paul  may  seem  to  favour 
it^  but  then  he  asserts  that  this  is  ovdy  at  first  sight.  The  proof  of 
this  assertion  is  as  follows :  ^'  The  singular  characteristic  of  St.  Paul, 
as  shewn  in  all  his  Epistles  and  speeches,  seems  to  have  been  a 
going  out  of  himself  to  enter  into  the  feelings,  and  put  himself  into 
the  circumstances  of  others.  This  will  account  for  the  occasions  on 
which  he  brings  forward  this  Doctrine ;  as  in  the  Epistles  to  the 
Romans  and  the  Galatians.  In  both  of  these  cases,  the  prejudices 
which  closed  up  their  ears  against  the  reception  of  the  truth,  were 
such  as  were  essentially  opposed  to  the  Atonement.  So  much  in 
the  writings  of  St.  Paul,  does  the  Holy  Spirit  adapt  his  teaching  to 
the  wants  of  each,  as  our  Lord  did  in  his  incarnation,  a  principle 
which  is  opposed  to  this  opinion.**"* 

64.  And  this  is  literally  all  that  is  thought  necessary  to  say,  to 
get  rid  of  all  the  evidence  which  St.  Paul's  Epistles  afford  of  the 
way  in  which  he  brought  forward  the  Doctrine  which  we  are  re- 
commended to  hold  back !  But  I  believe  that  most  persons  will  be 
of  opinion  that  this  is  rather  too  succinct  a  mode  of  dealing  with 
this  body  of  evidence  against  Reserve  in  this  matter. 

65.  If  the  question  were  about  the  mode  of  bringing  forward  the 
Doctrine  of  the  Atonement  in  our  preaching,  and  if  it  were  main- 
taintained  by  any,  that  it  was  to  be  preached,  upon  every  occasion, 
and  to  all,  in  the  same  way — that  it  was  to  be  explained  at  length, 
proved  in  form,  defended,  and  guarded,  alike,  on  every  occasion, 
and  to  every  congregation,  without  any  reference  to  their  state  of 
knowledge,  belief,  or  other  circumstances ;  and  if  the  preacher 
justified  such  a  course  by  a  reference  to  St.  PauFs,  in  his  Epistles 
to  the  Romans  and  the  Galatians,  it  might  be  pertinently  replied, 
That  if  St.  Paul  does  present  the  Doctrine  in  this  way  in  these 
Epistles,  they  at  the  same  time  supply  grounds  for  believing  that  it 
was  especially  misinterpreted  and  misunderstood,  and  opposed  and 
abused,  among  those  to  whom  he  was  writing.  And  that  if  these 
Epistles  shew  that  under  such  circumstances  we  may  and  ought  to 
take  the  like  pains  to  establish  its  true  nature,  and  its  legitimate 
consequences, — to  prove  it  by  argument,  to  defend  it  from  ob- 
jections, and  to  guard  it  from  abuse, — the  other  Epistles  of  the 
same  Apostle  shew  th  at,  under  different  circumstances,  a  less  di- 
dactic and  controversial  mode  of  bringing  it  forward  may  be 
adopted,  not  only  with  the  sanction  of  reason,  but  of  his  example. 
If  the  question  were  such  as  I  have  supposed,  this  would  be  a  fair 
and  sufficient  answer. 

66.  But  this  is  not  the  question.  The  question  is.  Whether  we 
are  in  our  preaching  to  present  this  Doctrine  to  sinners,  as  the 
truth  by  the  cordial  reception  of  which  they  are  to  be  reconciled  to 
God;  and  whether,  with  those  who  are  so  reconciled,  we  are  to 
employ  it  as  the  truth  through  which  the  Spirit  gives  them  power 
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to  walk  as  becomes  Ood^s  children.  And  when  such  is  the  question, 
to  what  purpose  is  this  answer  made !  No  doubt  St.  Paul  very  far 
excelled  all  who  attempt  to  imitate  him  at  the  present  day,  as  in 
the  other  ^fts  and  graces  of  the  Preacher  of  the  Gospel,  so  in  this 
also,  of  wisely  accommodating  what  he  spoke,  to  the  condition  of 
his  hearers.  And  few  will  doubt  that  when  the  Doctrine  was  better 
understood,  or  less  opposed  in  a  particular  Church,  it  was  his  duty 
rather  to  press  its  consequences  there,  than  to  prove  it  or  defend  it. 
But  then,  its  fundamental  nature,  the  necessity  of  belief  in  it,  its 
real  place  in  the  Christian  scheme,  and  in  the  preaching  of  the 
Christian  Minister,  may  appear  clearly  in  such  a  mode  of  using  it, 
no  less  than  in  the  dther.  And  at  all  events,  if  we  have  collected 
from  any  of  his  fuller  and  more  formal  statements  that  this  Doctrine 
has  an  essential  and  fundamental  place  in  a  Christiana's  belief,  the 
most  incidental  way  of  speaking  of  it,  in  Epistles  to  those  who  had 
received  it,  may  so  &11  in  with  this  conception  of  its  nature  and 
importance,  as  to  give  to  it  just  the  kind  of  confirmation  which  we 
ought  to  look  for.  For  it  ought  to  be  remembered,  that  just  in  the 
degree  in  which  we  have  reason  to  regard  the  Atonement  as  a  fun- 
damental and  essential  truth,  should  we  have  reason  to  expect  to 
find  the  belief  of  it,  in  general,  in  an  Apostle'^s  letter  to  a  Christian 
Church,  rather  assumed  than  inculcated.  And  in  point  of  fact,  the 
Doctrine  does  meet  us  in  St.  PauPs  Epistles  generally  in  the  way 
in  which  we  ought  to  expect  to  find  it  there ;  not  in  formal  state- 
ments of  it,  as  if  it  were  before  unknown,  but  in  references  to  it 
more  or  less  explicit,  which  are  sufficient  to  shew  that  it  was  a 
truth  taught  to,  and  professed  by,  all  to  whom  he  wrote ;  and  to 
him,  and  to  them,  the  foundation  of  all  their  hopes,  and  the  source 
of  all  the  motives  by  which  they  were  sustained  and  animated  in 
their  Christian  course. 

67.  We  have  in  this  way  in  the  other  Epistles  the  fullest  con- 
firmation of  what  we  collect  from  the  Epistles  to  the  Romans  and 
the  Galatians,  of  the  place  which  a  belief  in  Christ^s  Atonement 
holds  in  the  Faith  of  a  Christian  man,  and  of  the  place  which  the 
Atonement  must  therefore  hold  in  the  teaching  of  a  Christian 
Preacher.  But,  indeed,  upon  that  point,  these  more  regularly 
doctrinal  Epistles  are  so  clear  and  express,  as  to  make  us  inde- 

Jendent  of  any  confirmation.  It  is  hardly  possible,  as  you  well 
now,  to  conceive  any  form  of  setting  forth  the  necessity  and 
efficacy  of  Faith,  as  the  instrument  of  our  Justification,  and  of  our 
Sanctification  too,  which  is  not  to  be  found  in  those  Epistles.  And 
it  would  be  plainly  impossible  that  any  honest  steward  of  the  mys- 
teries of  God,  who  believed  that  Faith  has  such  an  office  to  perform 
for  sinners,  as  Paul  declares  it  to  have — the  same  office  for  all 
sinners — could  hold  back  the  publication  of  the  object  of  Faith 
from  any  committed  to  his  care. 

68.  On  this  subject,  however,  some  of  St.  Paulas  Epistles,  being 
addressed  to  Churches  which  he  had  himself  founded,  and  containing 
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express  references  to  his  first  preaching,  famish  still  more  direct 
proofs.  And  it  is  acknowledged  in  the  Tract,  that  the  use  of  the 
Doctrine  which  it  opposes,  might  seem  to  receive  aome  eauntenanee 
from  the  way  in  which  St.  Paul  speaks  of  himself  in  such  passages, 
as  at  all  times  preaching  '' Christ  crucified.^  Bnt,  as  before,  it  is 
maintained,  that  this  is  only  a  first  impresmon,  which  a  little  con- 
sideration will  more  than  remove.  And  the  proof  of  this  assertion 
is  as  follows : — 

*'  It  will  be  evident,  on  a  litUe  attention,  that  when  St.  Paul  thus  speaka, 
it  is  not  the  Atonement  and  Divinity  of  the  Blessed  Lord  which  he  brines  for- 
ward, although  it  is  implied  in  that  saying.  The  whole  of  St.  Paul's  life  and 
actions  after  his  conversion,  and  the  whole  of  his  teaching,  as  appears  in  the 
Epistles,  may  be  said  to  have  been  nothing  else  but  a  setting  forth  of  Christ 
crucified,  as  the  one  great  principle  which  absorbed  all  his  heart,  and  actuated 
all  his  conduct.  It  was  the  wood  cast  into  the  waters,  which  entirely  changed 
tiiem  into  its  own  nature,  and  impregnated  them  with  itself.  This  is  intimated 
by  expressions  of  this  kind,  which  are  of  continual  occurrence,  such  as  ^  God 
forbid  that  I  should  glory,  save  in  the  cross  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ ;'  ^  I  was 
determined  not  to  know  any  thing  among  vou  but  Christ  crucified.'  ^  But  we 
preach  Christ  crucified.'  Now  these  words  of  course  imply  ^  the  Atonement,' 
as  a  life-giving  principle  contained  in  them ;  but  it  is  a  great  mistake  to  suppose 
that  they  contain  nothing  more,  or  that  by  preaching  the  Atonement,  we  are 
preaching  what  St.  Paul  meant  by  Christ  crucified.  It  may  be  seen  by  an  at- 
tention to  the  context,  in  all  the  passages  where  these  expressions  occur,  that  it 
is  a  very  different  view ;  and,  in  fisict,  the  opposite  to  the  modem  notion,  which 
St.  Paul  always  intends  by  it.     It  is  the  necessity  of  our  being  crucified  to  the 

world ;  it  is  our  humiliation  together  with  him,— mortification  of  the  flesh, 

being  made  conformable  to  his  sufferinffs  and  to  his  death If  the  Doe- 
trine  of  the  Atonement  is  conveyed  in  me  expression  of  Christ  crucified,  as  used 
by  St.  Paul,  it  is  by  teaching  at  the  same  time  the  necessity  of  our  mortifi- 
cation, which  is  repugnant  to  opinions  now  received 

'^  The  cross  of  Chnst  which  St.  Paul  preached,  was  that  by  which  ^  the  world 
was  crucified  to  him,  and  he  was  crucified  to  the  world,'  ^  bearing  about  in  the 
body  the  dying  of  the  Lord  Jesus.'  And  precisely  the  same  was  the  teaching 
of  our  Blessed  Lord  also.  His  own  humiliation,  and  the  necessity  of  our 
humiliation  together  with  Him,  was  the  Doctrine  signified  by  the  cross  which 
He  put  forth,  and  inculcated  on  the  multitude  in  d^tinction  from  that  of  his 
own  Divinity,  and  our  Salvation  through  the  same,  which  He  rather  kept 
secret"* 

69.  How  this  strange  passage  confuses  and  misrepresents  the 
true  question  on  this  point,  between  the  writer  of  the  Tract  and 
those  whom  he  opposes,  I  have  little  doubt  might  be  safely  left  to 
you  to  detect  for  yourselves.  But  it  is  a  matter  of  so  much  importance 
that  I  think  no  opportunity  ought  to  be  lost  of  putting  it  beyond 
the  possibility  of  mistake.  You  must,  therefore,  bear  with  a  few 
words  upon  it,  however  superfluous  you  may  feel  them  to  be  for 
yourselves. 

70.  That  St.  Paul  does  insist  upon  the  necessity  of  our  being 
"  crucified  with  Christ,*"  "  crucified  to  the  world,"  "  mortified  to 
the  flesh,'^  made  conformable  to  his  sufferings  and  his  death,  is 
very  certain.     And  that  preachers  at  the  present  day  ought  to  do 
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likewifle  is  yery  certain  too ;  and  about  this  no  question  has  been 
raised  or  hinted  at,  so  fiar  as  I  know,  by  anj  of  the  opponents  of  the 
Tract.     The  true  question  is — whether  Paul  sought  to  effect  this 
needful  transformation  in  those  to  whom  he  preached,  by  reserving 
the  Doctrine  of  the  Atonement,  or  by  publishing  it !     W  hether  he 
exercised  this  economy,  which  is  now  pressed  upon  the  preachers  of 
the  Gospel  as  their  duty ;  and  kept  back  this  great  truth  from 
sinners,  until  he  had  brought  them  by  moral  training  to  a  meetness 
to  receiye  this  high  mystery !— or  whether^  on  the  contrary,  he  did 
not  make  it  the  foundation  on  which  he  built  all  Christian  morals, 
the  source  from  which  he  drew  all  motiyes  to  Christian  obedience, 
and  thai  by  making  it  first  the  foundation  and  the  source  of  all 
Christian  hopes!     This  is   the  true   question;    and  I  trust,  my 
reyerend  brethren,  that  you  feel  that  this  ought  not  to  be  a  ques- 
tion.    I  trust  that  you  feel  that  it  is  only  to  yery  great  ignorance 
of  the  Scriptures,  or  to  such  yiolent  prepossession  as  renders  all 
knowledge  of  them  fruitless,  that  it  can  be  a  question.     Remember- 
ing to  whom  I  am  speaking,  I  haye  felt  that  I  might  and  ought  to 
al^tain  from  adducing  detsoled  Scripture  proofs  of  the  statements 
which  I  haye  been  making,  trusting  that  I  was  stating  to  you 
£umliar  and  well-established  truths,  with  the  proper   proofs   of 
which  you  were  too  well  acquainted  to  require  any  adduction  of 
them.     I  am  not  going  to  deyiate  from  this  plan  now ;  but  I  cannot 
refrain  from  quoting  a  single  passage — one  which,  were  there  no 
other,  ought  to  be  enough  to  decide  this  question.     In  describing 
the  motiyes  under  which  he  was  enabled  to  dedicate  himself  to  the 
sefyice  of  his  Lord  (and  the  same  ought  to  be  the  motiyes  of  all 
Christ^s  followers)  St.  Paul  says,  "  For  the  loye  of  Christ  con- 
straineth  us ;  because  we  thus  judge,  that  if  one  died  for  all,  then 
were  all  dead ;  and  that  He  died  for  all,  that  they  which  liye, 
should  not  henceforth  liye  unto  themselyes,  but  to  Him  that  died 
for  them,  and  rose  again.^^     Here  then  is  the  principle  which  was 
to  sustain  and  animate  the  follower  of  Christ  in  treading  the  path 
of  patience,  humility,  self-denial,  and  suffering  which  his  Master 
trod :  he  was  serying  a  Master  who  h€ui  died  for  Aim  ;  and  who 
died  that  they  who  through  his  death  receiyed  life,  might  live  to 
Him.  And,  in  the  course  of  the  same  passage,  the  Apostle  describes 
himself,  after  haying  been  reconciled  by  God  unto  Himself  by  Jesus 
Christ,   as  haying  been  entrusted  with   the  Ministry  of  Recon- 
ciliation ;  and  he  proceeds  both  to  describe  and  to  execute  his  office 
with  certainly  but  slender  traces  of  Reserve.     He  testifies  '^  That 
God  was  in  Christ,  reconciling  the  world  unto  Himself,  not  im- 
puting their  trespasses  unto  them  C  &i)d  then,  as  God^s  ambassador, 
and  in  Christ's  stead,  he  earnestly  entreats  those  to  whom  he  wrote 
to  be  reconciled  unto  God ;  and,  finally,  he  states,  with  emphatic 
energy,  the  yicarious  character  of  the  Blessed  Lord  in  the  flesh,  as 
at  once  the  proper  foundation  of  the  work,  and  the  proper  enforce- 
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ment  of  the  Word  of  Reconciliation ;  ^^  for  Ood  made  Him  to  be 
BID  for  us,  who  knew  no  sin,  that  we  might  be  made  the  righteous- 
ness of  Ood  in  Him.^ 

71.  And  I  need  not  tell  jou  that  there  is  no  duty  which  Chris- 
tians are  commanded  to  perform,  and  no  sacrifice  which  thej  are 
called  on  to  make,  which  is  not  in  the  same  way  connected  with 
what  Christ  has  done  and  suffered  for  sinners,  throughout  the 
Epistles  of  St.  Paul.  Nor  in  this  use  of  the  Atonement  is  he 
distinguished  from  his  fellow  Apostles,  though  they  were  not  led  so 
largely  to  explain,  or  so  often  to  enforce  this  great  Doctrine.  St. 
Peter,  for  example,  in  the  same  way,  reminds  those  whom  he  was 
exhorting,  to  endure  and  to  act  as  became  Christians — to  be  holy, 
to  pass  the  time  of  their  sojourning  here  in  fear ;  of  the  motives 
under  which  they  were  thus  to  obey  and  to  suffer :  ^^  Forasmuch 
as  ye  know  that  ye  were  not  redeemed  with  corruptible  thiugs, 
as  with  silver  and  gold,  from  your  vain  conversation,  received  by 
Tradition  from  your  fathers,  but  with  the  precious  blood  of  Christy  as 
of  a  lamb  without  blemieh  and  without  epot^  And,  exhorting  them 
to  all  long-suffering,  patience,  and  resignation,  by  Christ^s  example 
in  suffering,  he  gives  his  great  atoning  work,  by  which  his  course  of 
suffering  was  crowned,  as  the  source  from  which  this  work  in  them 
was  to  be  drawn :  "  For  even  hereunto  were  ye  called :  because 
Christ  also  suffered  for  us,  leaving  us  an  example,  that  we  should 

follow  his  steps Who  his^own  self  bare  our  sins  in 

his  own  body  on  the  tree^  that  we,  being  dead  to  sin,  should  live  unto 
righteousness ;  by  whose  stripes  ye  were  healed.^^ 

72.  Thus  it  is,  as  you  well  know,  my  reverend  brethren,  tHat 
the  first  preachers  of  the  Gospel  make  the  preaching — ^the  explicit 
and  unreserved  preaching — of  the  cross,  on  which  Cbrist^s  atoning 
work  was  finished,  the  foundation  of  their  preaching  of  the  cross, 
which,  after  his  example,  and  for  his  sake,  we  are  to  bear.  Thus 
it  is  that  they  make  Christian  morals  rest  ever  upon  Christian 
Faith. 

73.  The  Tracts  to  which  we  have  referred,  however,  stigmatize 
this  course  as  *^  unscriptural,  and  uncatholic,  and  unreal  ;^  and,  as 
you  have  heard,  propose  in  its  stead  the  directly  opposite  course,  in 
which  Christian  Faith  is  not  the  foundation,  but  the  fruit  of  a  life 
of  Christian  obedience.  I  shall  give  you  a  distinct  view  of  this 
course  from  the  statements  of  its  advocate.  It  will  take  some  time, 
but  it  is  worth  all  the  time  that  it  will  require. 

74.  It  is  said : — 

'^  That  the  preparations  of  the  heart  which  can  alone  receive  the  Faith  in  its 
fuhiess,  are  by  other  means  than  those  which  this  system  supposes,  we  cannot 
but  be  assured ;  Scripture  and  reason  both  would  imply  that  it  is  by  insisting, 
first  of  all,  upon  natural  piety,  on  the  necessity  of  common  honesty,  on  repen- 
tance, on  judgment  to  come,  and  without  any  mode  of  expression  that  excepts 
ourselyes  from  that  judgment,  by  urging  those  assistances  to  poverty  of  spirit 
which  Scripture  recommends,  and  the  Church  prescribes,  such  as  fasting,  and 
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almS)  and  the  neoeBaity  of  reyeient  and  habitual  prayer.  These  may  be  means 
of  bringing  persons  to  the  truth  as  it  is  in  Christ  Jesus,  with  that  awe  and  fear 
which  our  Lord's  own  teaching,  and  that  of  his  Apostles,  would  inspire.*** 

75.  What  seems  to  be  intended  here  is  that,  because  this  doc- 
trine can  only  be  apprehended  in  its  fulness  by  those  who  have 
certain  preparations  of  the  heart,  it  is  in  vain  presented  to  men 
until  these  preparations  are  effected — that  it  is  by  first  implanting 
sound  and  pious  principles,  and  leading  men  to  a  pure  and  holy  life, 
that  they  are  to  be  brought  to  receive  this  great  truth,  and  this  is 
more  fully  set  forth  afterwards : — 

^  Religious  Doctrines  and  Articles  of  Faith  can  only  be  received  accoi^ing 
to  certain  dispositions  of  the  heart :  these  dispositions  can  only  be  formed  by  a 
Tepetition  of  certain  actions.  And,  therefore,  a  certain  course  of  action  can 
alone  dispose  us  to  receive  certain  doctrines ;  and  hence  it  is  evident  that  these 
doctrines  are  in  vain  preached,  unless  these  actions  are,  at  l^e  same  time, 
practised  and  insisted  on  as  most  essential. 

^*  For  instance :  charitable  works  alone  will  make  a  man  charitable ;  and 
the  more  any  one  does  charitable  works,  the  more  charitable  will  he  become ; 
that  is  to  say,  the  more  will  he  love  his  neighbour  and  love  God ;  for  a  cha- 
ritable work  is  a  work  that  proceeds  from  chcuity  or  the  love  of  Grod,  and  which 
can  only  be  done  by  the  good  Spirit  of  God ;  and  the  more  he  does  these  works, 
therefore,  the  more  will  he  love  his  neighbour  and  love  God.  .  .  .  He, 
therefore,  will  most  of  all  love  God  and  love  Christ  who  does  these  works  most ; 
and  he  will  most  bring  men  to  Christ  who  most  effectually,  with  God's  blessing, 
induces  them  to  do  these  works  in  the  way  that  God  hath  required  them  to  be 
done. 

^  Or,  again,  he  only  will  be  humble  in  heart  who  does  humble  actions,  and 
no  action  is,  morally  speaking,  humble,  but  such  as  proceeds  from  the  spirit  of 
humility;  and  he  wno  does  humble  actions  most  will  be  most  humble; 
and  he  who  is  most  humble  will  be  most  emptied  of  self ;  and,  therefore,  will 
most  value  the  cross  of  Christ.      .      .  That  teacher,  therefore,  who  will 

most  induce  men  to  do  these  works  .will  most  of  all  bring  men  unto  Christ, 
though  he  speak  not  most  fully  and  loudly  of  his  ever-blessed  Atonement. 

"  Or,  agam,  good  works  consist  especially  in  prayers.  He  who  does  most  of 
these  good  works — t.  e.,  he  who  prays  most  seeks  most  of  all  for  an  assistance 
out  o^  and  bevond  himself ;  and,  therefore,  relies  least  of  all  on  himself,  and 
and  most  of  all  upon  God ;  and  the  more  he  does  of  these  good  works,  the  more 
does  he  rely  upon  God's  good  Spirit,  for  which  he  seeks.  He,  therefore,  who, 
by  preaching  me  judgment  to  come,  or  by  recommending  alms  and  fasting,  or 
by  impressing  men  with  a  sense  of  the  shortness  of  life  and  the  value  of  eter- 
nity, or  by  any  such  practical  appeals  which  the  occasion  suggests,  will  lead 
men  most  to  pray,  will  do  most  towards  leading  them  to  lean  on  God's  good 
Spirit,  although  he  may  not  repeat  in  express  words  the  necessity  of  aid  from 
that  good  Spirit,  without  whom  we  cannot  please  Grod-^t 

76.  Here  is  the  system  which  you  are  called  on  to  embrace,  and 
these  are  the  grounds  on  which  it  relies.  And  I  suppose  it  can 
hardly  be  necessary  that  I  should  point  out  to  you  how  it  misplaces 
and  abuses  the  two  certain,  and  most  important  truths,  on  which  it 
professedly  rests.  One  of  these  is :  that  it  is  by  action  that  prin- 
ciples are  wrought  into  our  moral  nature,  so  as  to  become  a  part  of 
it.     And  the  other  is :  that  the  more  that  we  grow  in  heavenly- 

♦  Tract,  No.  87.  p.  51.  f  Tract,  No.  87,  pp.  68,69. 
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mindedoefle  and  in  all  holj  affectiooa,  the  more  thorongbl j  shall  we 
apprehend,  and  the  more  intimately  shall  we  embrace,  the  great 
truth  of  the  Atonement  of  the  Blessed  Lord,  and  all  the  high  truths 
which  are  inyolved  in  it,  or  connected  with  it.  The  writer  has  no 
contest  here  with  those  whom  he  is  opposing.  The  question  is :  hy 
what  motives  are  men  to  be  induced  to  enter  upon,  and  to  perse- 
vere in,  such  a  course  of  action  i  how  are  such  affections  and  dis- 
positions to  be  implanted  in  their  hearts !  And  can  there  lie  any 
reasonable  doubt,  that  if,  with  the  everlasting  Gospel  in  our  hands, 
we  were  to  turn  to  the  motives  which  natural  religion  supplies,  to 
implant  in  men  humility,  the  love  of  Qod,  and  the  love  of  man,  and 
the  various  principles  which  enter  into  and  constitute  a  spirit  of 
prayer, — can  there  be  any  doubt,  (to  say  nothing  of  the  desperate 
presumption  of  the  procedure,)  that  we  should  be  acting  with  the 
most  senseless  perverseness  I — that  we  should  be  casting  away  the 
most  powerful  motives  which  can  be  brought  to  bear  upon  man^s 
heart,  in  order  to  do  their  work  by  others,  which,  however  real 
the^  be,  are  of  proved  inefficacy?  For  what  have  the  motives 
which  Natural  Religion  supplies  ever  done  to  implant  such  prin- 
ciples in  the  heart, — to  give  men  humility,  the  love  of  God,  or  a 
spirit  of  prayer,' — that  they  should  be  now  resorted  to,  while  we 
neglect  or  set  aside  those  great  and  glorious  truths  with  which  the 
Gospel  has  supplied  us,  which  have  such  manifest  fitness  to  make 
us  humble,  to  shed  abroad  the  love  of  God  in  our  hearts,  and  to 
dispose  us,  and  to  enable  us,  to  pray  to  Him ! 

77.  But  let  us  see  how  God''s  Word  settles  this  question.  It  is 
desired  to  engage  us  in  a  course  of  charitable  actions,  for  example, 
in  order  that  we  may  be  more  entirely  possessed  and  ruled  by  the 
love  of  God.  And  it  is  acknowledged  that  outward  actions  will 
only  have  this  tendency,  if  they  spring  from  the  principle  which 
they  are  designed  to  perfect.  The  love  of  God  must  therefore  be 
in  our  hearts :  and  how  is  it  to  be  implanted  there !  Let  the  beloved 
Disciple  answer :  "  We  love  Him,  because  He  first  loved  us."" 
Well !  it  may  be  said,  but  does  Natural  Religion  give  no  proo&  of 
the  Divine  love!  Doubtless  it  does;  and  though  in  looking  for 
them,  we  are  perplexed  with  contradictory  appearances,  ana  dis- 
couraged by  the  voice  of  conscience  in  the  application  of  them,  still 
doubtless  we  may  collect  some  predominant  indications  of  the  love 
of  God,  even  amidst  the  ruins  of  this  fallen  world.  But  is  it 
to  these  that  St.  John  sends  us  for  proofs  of  the  love  of 
of  God  i  Nay.  "  Hereot  perceive  we  the  love  of  God,  because 
He  laid  down  his  life  for  us.^  '^In  this  was  manifested,^  (as 
though  every  other  manifestation  of  it  were  too  dim  or  too  uncertain 
to  be  visible  to  one  who  had  before  his  eyes  the  brightness  of  the 
display  of  Divine  love  in  the  Atonement,)  *•*'  In  this  was  manifested 
the  love  of  God,  because  that  God  sent  his  only-begotten  Son  into 
the  world,  that  we  might  live  through  Him."  "Herein  is  love, 
not  that  we  loved  God,  but  that  He  loved  us,  and  sent  his  Son  to 
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be  the  propitiation  for  our  bIds.^  And  as  Ood^s  loye  to  ns,  thns 
manifested,  is  to  be  the  source  of  onr  love  to  Him,  so  is  it  to  be  of 
oar  love  to  each  other.  ^^  Beloved,  if  God  so  loved  ns,  we  ought 
also  to  love  one  another.^  And  indeed  the  Lord  Himself,  in  the 
same  way,  directs  our  minds  to  it  as  the  source  of  that  loye,  which 
is  the  proper  source  of  obedience  to  Him :  ^^  If  ye  loye  me,  ye  will 
keep  my  commandments.^  '*  And  this  is  my  commandment,  that 
ye  love  oue  another,  as  I  have  loyed  you.*"    And  then  follows  the 

f>roof  of  His  loye,  which  is  to  be  the  spring  of  theirs :  *^  Greater 
ove  hath  no  man  than  this,  that  a  man  lay  down  his  life  for  his 
friend.'' 

78.  But  if  I  were  to  go  on  giving^  the  texts  which  offer  them- 
selyes,  to  shew  that  God  s  loye  to  us  in  the  gift  of  Christ  to  die  for 
us,  is  to  be  the  source  of  our  trust  in  Him,  of  our  loye  of  Him,  and 
so  of  our  obedience  to  Him ;  and  of  our  loye  to  our  neighbour  too, 
(which  again  is  the  true  principle  of  the  ftilfilment  of  the  part  of 
the  Law  which  regards  hiniy)  I  should  be  carried  much  too  far. 
And  eyen  if  I  had  undertaken  the. task  of  proving  this  to  you, 
(which  I  have  already  more  than  once  disclaimed,)  I  might  rely 
upon  the  few  passages  which  I  have  brought  forward,  as  a  full  and 
sufficient  proof  of  it ;  and  so  as  a  proof  that  if  you  will  implant 
these  principles  scripiurally,  you  must  do  it  through  such  explicit 
preaching  of  the  Atonement  of  the  Blessed  Lord,  as  is  needed  to 
secure  a  cordial  belief  of  that  glorious  truth  in  your  hearers. 

79.  An  attempt,  however,  is  made  to  shew,  that  even  for  this 
purpose — ^for  the  purpose  of  producing  Faith  in  Christ  and  securing 
all  its  consequences, — it  is  needless  to  break  the  Reserve  recom- 
mended with  regard  to  this  Doctrine.  Because  implicit  Faith  is 
enough  ;  and  it  does  not  require  explicit  knowledge,  or,  of  course, 
explicit  preaching. 

^  For  if,  in  the  case  of  Abrahain,  and  many  others,  of  the  most  approved 
Faith  in  Christ,  there  was  no  such  explicit  knowledge,  it  may  be  the  case  now. 
If  a  poor  woman,  ig:norant  and  enperstitioas,  as  might  be  supposed,  was 
received  of  our  Lord  with  so  instant  a  blessing,  for  touching  the  border  of  his 
clothes,  may  it  not  have  been  the  case,  that  in  times  which  are  now  considered 
dark  and  lost  to  Gospel  truth,  there  might  hare  been  many  a  helpless  person, 
who  knelt  to  a  cmcinx  in  a  village  churchyard,  who  might  nave  done  so  under 
a  more  tme  sense  of  that  Faith  which  is  unto  life,  than  those  who  are  able  to 
ezpresB  the  most  enlightened  knowledge." 

And  this  case  and  these  suppositions  are  given  as  the  foundation 
of  the  propositions  quoted  before : — viz. 

^  And  not  only  is  the  exclusive  and  naked  exposure  of  so  very  sacred  a 
truth  unscriptnral  and  dangerous,  but,  as  Bishop  Wilson  says,  the  comforts  of 
religion  ougnt  to  be  applied  with  great  caution.  And  moreover  to  require 
from  both  grown  persons  and  children,  an  explicit  declaration  of  a  belief  in  the 
Atonement,  and  tne  fall  assurance  of  its  power,  appears  equaUy  untenable."* 

80.  Now,  if  one  were  perplexed  and  distressed  by  the  contem^ 

•  Tract,  No.  80,  p.  78. 

2  H 


466        BB8SRVB,   ETC. — THB   SOUPTUBBB  IN  THB  HAIOW  OF  ALL, 

plation  of  tbe  multitudes,  wbo,  by  no  fault  of  tbeir  own,  aa  it 
seems,  but  by  God^s  proyidential  arrangements,  are  shut  out  firom 
the  knowledge  of  the  Gk>8pel,  or  confined  to  dark,  or  partial,  or 
erroneous  yiews  of  it ;  or  if  one  were  forming  harsh  judgments 
upon  the  state  of  all  such  persons  ;  tbe  case  of  God'*s  saints  of  old^ 
whose  apprehension  of  the  great  truths  of  tbe  Oospel  must  have 
been  comparatively  obscure  and  uncertain,  might  be  fitly  resorted 
to,  to  suggest  grounds  for  the  hope  that,  in  the  depths  of  His  mercy, 
there  may  exist  some  mode  of  connecting  persons,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances above  referred  to,  with  Ghrist^s  atoning  work,  something 
difi^erent  from  that  faith  in  Him  which  seems  so  clearly  revealed  to 
us  as  the  appointed  bond  of  union  with  Him.  For  this  or  any  such 
purpose,  such  instances  mi^ht  be  leritimately  brought  forward. 
But  it  is  a  very  difibrent  thmg  when  they  are  resorted  to,  to  assist 
in  persuading  a  preacher  that  he  may  safely  withhold  firom  those 
committed  to  his  care,  that  knowledge  of  Ohrist^s  Atonement  which 
it  is  in  bis  power  to  impart,  and  which  he  seems  appointed  to 
impart  under  so  heavy  a  responsibility.  If  I  feared  that  you  were 
in  any  danger  of  being  led  into  any  such  abuse  of  cases  of  this  kind^ 
I  ought  to  remind  you  that,  whatever  hopes  they  may  suggest  for 
those  who  do  not  believe  in  Ohrist,  because  bis  atoning  work  baa 
not  been  set  before  them,  they  offer  none  for  the  teacher,  through 
whose  Beterve  they  have  been  kept  in  ignorance.  But  I  trust  you 
need  no  such  warning,  to  preserve  you  from  the  woe  which  the 
Lord  denounces  against  those  who  take  atoay  the  key  of  knowledge, 
I  trust  that  you  feel  that  that  woe  is  upon  you,  if  you  preach  not 
the  Gospel;  and  that  you  know  and  feel  that  you  cannot  preach  the 
Oospel,  unless  you  preach  Chbist,  and  Him  crucified.  I  trust  that 
you  desire  to  preach  the  Gross  of  Ghrist  so  that  its  humbling  and 
purifying,  its  sustaining  and  animating  power  may  be  made  known 
to  those  to  whom  you  preach.  But  1  trust  also  that  you  feel  that 
there  is  but  one  way  of  doing  this, — by  preaching  the  reconciling 
work  which  Ghrist  wrought  upon  the  Cross ;  and  that  not  reservedly 
or  impliedly :  that  you  are  not  to  hold  back  Ghrist^s  atoning  work 
upon  the  Gross,  or  to  preach  it  only  by  implication,  or  onlj  as  a 
mystery  to  the  fully  initiated ;  but  that  you  are  to  preach  it  dis- 
tinctly, fully,  and  openly  to  all. 

81.  Indeed,  one  hardly  knows  what  is  tbe  meaning  of  recom- 
mending to  preachers  to  hold  back  this  truth,  under  an  apprehension 
of  the  consequences  of  making  it  known.  Blessed  be  Gt>d  !  they 
cannot  do  it  if  they  would.  The  Bible,  in  which  it  is  distinctly, 
openly,  and  unreservedly  set  forth,  is  the  patrimony  of  our  people, 
and,  blessed  be  God !  they  are  in  possession  of  it.  And  if  we 
needed  direction  as  to  the  will  of  God  in  this  matter,  would  it  not 
seem  to  a  reverent  mind,  an  indication  of  his  will  not  lightly  to  be 
disregarded,  that  the  Holy  Scriptures,  in  which  this  great  truth  is 
to  be  found  so  unreservedly  stated,  nay,  in  which  it  is  not  to  be 
missed,  by  any  one  who  reads  them  with  a  simple  desire  to  know 
what  they  contain,  that  these  Scriptures,  written  by  his  Spirit  for 
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our  learninff,  are  now  by  his  providential  arrangements  in  the  hands 
ofaU? 

82.  Yes,  this  may  make  some  such  impression  npon  one  who 
thinks  that  this  wide  diffusion  of  the  Word  of  God  is  right,  and 
according  to  his  will;  bnt  from  the  same  quarter  from  which 
these  views  of  the  necessity  of  exercising  Reserve  in  the  declaration 
of  the  Doctrine  of  the  Atonement  come,  there  are  no  obscure 
intimations  of  dissatisfoction  at  the  indiscriminate  distribution  of 
the  BiUe.  The  writer  of  these  two  tracts,  in  particular,  is  uot  to 
be  charged  with  overlooking  the  fact,  or  with  treatiug  it  incon- 
sistently. For  he  very  distinctly  extends  his  disapprobation  of  the 
free  publication  of  the  Doctrine  from  the  pulpit,  to  the  unrestricted 
distnbution  of  the  book  in  which  it  is  contained.  This  is  the 
passage  to  which  I  refer: — 

*^  Much  of  what  has  been  said  may  be  applied  to  an  indiscriininate  distri- 
bation  of  Bibles  and  religious  publications.  We  must  not  expect  that  the 
work  which  occasioned  our  Saviour  and  his  disciples  so  much  pains,  can  be 
done  by  such  means.  We  have  rather  to  look  with  awe  on  these  new  dealings 
of  providence  with  mankind.  It  might,  perhaps,  be  thought  that,  if  it  is  the 
state  of  the  heart  alone  which  can  receive  the  truth,  to  bring  it  forward  before 
persons  unprenaied  to  acknowledge  it  does  not  signify.  Such  persons  cannot 
receive  it,  ana  therefore  the  efifect  is  merely  nugatonr  and  unavailing.  But 
this  does  not  follow :  that  they  cannot  receive  it,  is  the  appointment  of  God, 
bat  onr  attempting  to  act  contrary  to  his  mode  of  acting  may  be  productive  of 
evil.** 

83.  Still  one  would  say  that  were  we  to  withhold  the  Bible  from 
the  hands  of  the  people,  the  end  would  not  be  attained.  For  onr 
Church,  besides  all  else  that  she  has  done  to  break  this  law  of 
Reserve^  has  not  only  urged  all  her  members  diligently  to  read  the 
Word  of  God,  but  she  has  taken  care  that  if  they  attend  on  her 
ministrations,  thev  shall  hear  it.  She  has  so  ordered  her  public 
services,  that  while,  in  the  daily  lessons  which  form  a  part  both  of 
the  morning  and  of  the  evening  service,  the  most  part  *^  of  the  Old 
Testament  is  read  every  year,''  the  whole  New  Testament  "  shall 
be  read  over  orderly  every  year  thrice^  besides  the  Epistles  and 
Oospels.''  And  she  has  enjoined  that  these  lessons  shall  be  read 
**  distinctly,  and  with  an  audible  voice,**  "he  that  readeth  so 
standing,  and  turning  himself,  as  he  may  be  best  heard  of  all  such 
as  are  present.*"  So  that  our  reserving  the  Doctrine,  and  reserving 
the  book,  will  be  nnavailing,  as  long  as  our  Churches  are  provided 
for  all,  and  are  open  to  all.  And  accordingly,  it  is  very  clear  that 
in  this  matter  too  there  is  something  to  blame,  and  something  to 
amend,  tihongh  what  or  how  may  not  so  distinctly  appear.  The 
true  views  of  Reserve  are  put  forward  as  a  suitable  test  of  the 
popular  modes  of  extending  Christianity,  one  of  which  is  described 
to  be  "  that  of  bringing  Churches  near  to  every  body."*'  As  to  the 
building  of  Churches,  it  is  acknowledged  that  it  is  clear  from 
Scripture,  that  it  is  a  work  acceptable  to  God,  and  therefore  neces- 

•  Tnwjt,  No.  80,  pp.  70,  71. 
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sarily  productive  of  good,  as  reqnirinff  sacrifices  on  tbe  part  of  the 
individuals  by  whom  they  are  erected,  and  therefore  neatly  bene- 
ficial to  them  ;  and  also  as  setting  up  a  witness.  Sut  as  to  this 
end  of  providing  a  place  of  public  worship  for  those  who  are 
without  one,  and  a  place  where  they  may  be  instmcted^  exhorted, 
rebuked,  and  warned  from  the  pulpit,  the  case  is  very  different. 

^*  But  when  the  Utilitarian  view  is  taken  of  the  subject,  are  we  not  tfainkinsr 
that  we  may  do  by  human  means,  and  such  as  partake  of  this  woild,  that 
which  is  the  work  of  Grod  alone ;  as  if  the  mammon  of  the  world  could  promote 
the  cause  of  God.  For  if  the  erection  of  churches,  which  from  commodions- 
ness  and  easiness  of  access  are  to  invite,  and  from  their  little  cost  partake  more 
of  a  low  oontrivinff  expediency  than  of  a  generous  love  of  Qoi,  is  to  do  the 
work  of  reli^on,  then  is  it  more  easy  to  win  souls  than  Scripture  will  warrant 
us  in  Bupposm^.  On  the  contrary,  if  the  maxim  be  trae«  that  *  men  renerate 
that  which  resisteth  them,  and  tnat  which  courteth  their  faTOur  they  despise,' 
then  have  we  to  fear,  lest,  rather  than  doing  good,  we  be  breaking  that  noly 
law  which  hath  commanded  that  we  give  not  that  which  is  holy  to  the  dogs  ; 
the  Church's  best  gifts  be  trod  underfoot,  and  her  enemies  turn  and  rend  her. 
For  if  churches  are  to  be  brought  home  to  all,  then  are  all  persons  to  be  brought 
into  churches,  and  that  by  human  means."* 

84.  So  that  those  who  have  been  doing  what  in  them  lay  to 
mitigate,  if  they  might  not  wholly  take  away,  the  opprobium,  and 
the  disease,  and  the  sin  of  England, — ^her  churchless  multitudes  in 
the  midst  of  her  wealth, — ^if  the  sacred  edifices  which  they  have 
erected  be  not  duly  incommodious,  or  inaccessible,  or  costly,  it  is 
to  be  feared  lest^  rather  than  doing  goad^  they  have  been  breaking 
thai  holy  law  which  hath  commanded  that  we  give  not  that  which  is 
holy  to  the  dogs !  I  do  not  think  that  this  needs,  or  that  it  would 
bear,  any  comment. 

See  also  Pars.  86, 86,  87.  and  89,  m  Chap.  XV. 

Pearson,  Dban  of  Salisbubt. — 1842. 

36.  The  Doctrine  of  Beserve^  with  regard  to  the  communication 
of  Divine  truth,  and  more  especially  of  the  great  Atonement  for 
sin  by  the  Cross  of  Christ,  however  explained  and  defended  by  the 
practice  of  antiquity,  is  closely  connected  with  the  denial  of  its 
efficacy  in  the  forgiveness  of  Sin  after  Baptism ;  and  only  affords 
another  proof  of  the  danger  of  deriving  our  sentiments  from  the 
Traditions  of  men,  rather  than  from  the  Word  of  God. 
See  also  Par.  12,  in  Cbap*  XXV. 

Thirl  WALL,  Bishop  op  St.  David's, — 1842. 

43.  I  shall  touch  very  briefly  on  another  subject,  which  has,  I 
think,  occupied  an  undue  share  of  public  attention,  and  has  excited 
much  misplaced  feeling ;  and  indeea,  but  for  that  notoriety,  I  should 
have  had  no  inducement  on  this  occasion  to  notice  it  at  all :  I  mean 
the  Tracts  "  On  Reserve  in  communicating  Religious  Knowledge."* 
*  Tract,  No.  80,  pp.  68,]  69. 
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44.  The  point  of  the  charges  which  have  been  made  against  their 
author  is,  that  he  had  recommended  the  suppressing  or  withholding 
some  of  the  fundamental  truths  of  reh'gion.  He  himself,  however, 
has  publicly  disclaimed  the  meaning  imputed  to  him,  and  has  denied 
that  it  could  be  fairly  inferred  from  his  language.^  According  to 
his  own  professions,  his  object  was  not  to  recommend  or  sanction 
the  suppression  of  religious  knowledge,  but  to  lay  down  the  princi* 
pies  which,  as  he  conceived,  ought  to  regulate  the  mode  of  com- 
municating it.^ 

45.  Now  here,  as  before,^  I  do  not  inquire  whether  it  be  consistent 
with  charity  or  candour  to  repeat  the  accusation  just  as  if  no  such 
disavowal  and  explanation  had  ever  been  offered :  it  is  enough  to 
say,  that  the  Church  can  properly  take  cognizance  only  of  doctrines 
which  are  professed  or  acknowledged ;  as  she  cannot  be  reproached 
with  allowing  any  of  her  Ministers  to  teach  an  erroneous  Doctrine 
which  tbey  have  either  retracted  or  disavowed  7    But  the  agitation 


*  See  the  Aufhor^b  disclaimer  examined  by  the  Bishop  op  Ossory,  Pan.  28—34,  pp. 
441 — 444.  supra.  It  is  due  to  the  Bishop  of  St.  David*8  to  ohseire  that  when  he  de- 
fiyered  his  Charge,  that  of  the  Bishop  op  Ossory  was  not  published. — Ed. 

^  It  is  of  the  greatest  importance  to  bear  in  mind,  what  the  Bishop  of  St.  David^s 
baa  alt<^gether  oTerlooked,  tlat  *'  the  point  of  the  charges  made  against  the  Author  '*  of 
the  Tracts  on  Reserve  refers  expressly  to  this  veiy  "  mode  of  commuoicatinff  relidona 
knowledge  *^  as  applied  to  the  '*  teaching  of  the  Doctrine  of  Atonement.**  The  '*  pre- 
▼ailing  notion  of  bringing  forward  the  Atonement  explicitly  {no)  and  prominently  (tic) 
on  all  occasions  **  is  declared  in  the  first  Tract  (vsri  iiL  sect  6)  to  be  ''  quite  opposed 
to  what  **  the  Author  considers  ''the  teaching  of  Scripture:**  and  so  &r  is  Mr.  Wil- 
liams from  ''  retracing  or  dieavowing  **  this  assertion,  that  we  find  it  repeated  still 
more  strongly  in  Tract  87.  "  The  system  of  which  I  speak  is  characterized  by  these 
drcumstanoesy  an  opinion  that  it  is  necessary  to  obtrude,  and  *  bring  forward  promu 
nently  {sU)  and  espReitly  (tie)  on  all  occasions  the  Doctrine  of  the  Atonement*  .... 
Now  it  is  evident  tnat  this  system  is  throughout  peculiar ^  {ne^  in  distinction  from  what 
IB  Catholic ;  by  the  term  Catholic,  we  of  course  mean  a  combination  of  both  what  the 
universal  Church  and  the  Holy  Scripture  teach  conjointly,  {sic)  the  former  as  inter- 
preting the  latter.  It  i»  a  plan  thoroughly  un-^criptural,  un-Catholio,  unreal:  we 
VfiU,  therefore,  at  once  allow  that  this  mojcim  qf  Reserve  is  directly  opposed  to  it  throughout, 
in  its  tone  and  spirit,  in  its  tendencies  and  effects,  in  its  principles  and  praetices.^*-^ 
Part  ▼.  sect.  3L 

Such,  then,  npon  Mr.  Williams*  own  shewing,  is  the  real  question  at  issue ;  a 
question  npon  which  the  whole  of  this  most  important  portion  of  the  controversy 
de^nds ;  but  one  which,  as  I  have  already  observed,  the  Bishop  op  St.  DAyiD*s  has 
eutbely  lost  sight  ol 

It  is  worthy  of  remark  that,  a  little  fhrtber  on  in  the  same  section  of  Tract  87,  the 
''nrevailinff  notion**  combated  bvthe  Author,  is  described  to  be  the  necessity  of 
**  bringing  forward  the  Doctrine  of  the  Atonement  on  all  occasions,  prominently  and 
xxclusivrlt.'*  By  whom  such  a  ''  notion  **  is  entertained,  Mr.  Williams  does  not 
inform  his  readers ;  though  he  candidly  confesses  that ''  it  is  really  difficult  to  say  any 
thing  in  answer  to  an  opinion,  however  popular,  when  one  is  quite  at  a  loss  to  know  on 
what  grounds  the  opimon  is  maintained.**  Perhaps,  like  Reverence  and  Reserve,  mt? 
dusively  and  expHdUy,  are  to  be  considered  as  convertible  terms. — Ed. 

^  The  Bishop  refers  to  the  professioDs  of  the  Tractarians  on  the  subject  of  Tradition ; 
professions  which,  as  I  have  attempted  to  shew  upon  his  Lordship*&  owa  principle,  are 
not  to  be  trusted. — See  note  3,  p.  248,  sitpra,  A  similar  defence  of  the  Views  of  the 
party  is  suggested  by  the  Bishop  op  Exxtbr,  though  sadly  weakened  by  some  of  hi^ 
Lordship's  subsequent  observations.     See  note  4,  p.  193,  supra,— Ed, 

''  How  far  the  Tractarians  themselves  are  disposed  to  give  their  opponents  th^ 
benefit  of  Bodi  disavowals  has  been  plainly  shewn  in  their  treatmeiit  of  Dk.  Hampdbn, 
—Ed, 
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which  has  been  produced  by  the  Treatise  in  question,  induces  me  to 
add  a  few  remarks. 

46.  When  I  consider  the  character  of  several  of  the  persons  by 
whom  the  author'^s  meaning  has  been,  according  to  his  own  assertion, 
misunderstood,  I  am  not  at  liberty  to  doubt,  that  he  must  in 
some  passages  have  expressed  himself  in  obscure  and  incantions 
terms.^  On  the  other  hand  it  is  certain,  that  not  a  few  readers  who 
took  up  the  Tracts  under  an  unfavourable  prepossession,  derived 
from  report  and  from  quotations,  were  led  by  a  perusal  of  the  whole 
to  a  widely  different  conception  of  its  real  import. 

47.  The  title  itself  would  certainly  seem  to  indicate  an  object 
very  different  from  suppression:^  as  Reserve  in  communicating 


'  May  it  not  be  fairly  inferred  from  this,  and  indeed  from  the  whole  tenor  of  tiie 
Bishop  of  St.  Davu^s  obeenrations,  that  he  is  not  speaking  from  his  own  Imowledse 
of  the  Tracts  on  Reserve  ?  As  there  is  not  a  sinele  word  m  his  Lordship^s  remaKS 
tending  to  the  contrary  supposition,  I  tmst  that  the  suggestion  may  be  made  without 
any  appearance  of  disrespect.  See  the  case  of  the  Bishop  op  GLoucBSTxa  ;  notes  5, 6, 
p.  6 ;  and  5,  p.  427.  mpra. — Ed. 

9  Archdeacon  Brownk,  m  an  Appendix  to  one  of  the  very  raluaUe  Chaiges  which 
he  has  deliTered  to  the  Clergy  of  the  Archdeaconry  of  Ely  during  the  progress  of  the 
Tractarian  oontrorersy,  thus  alludes  to  the  manner  in  which  it  lus  becm,  attempted  to 
mystify  the  object  ana  tendency  of  the  Tracts  on  Reserve. 

^*  A  striking  instance  of  the  want  of  ingenuousness  presents  itself  in  Dn.  Pu8St*s 
recent  Letter  to  his  Grace  the  ArcMnthop  qf  Canterbury.  In  yindioation  of  the  Author 
of  Tracts  80  and  87,  he  says,  ^p.  73.)  *  To  speak  on  one  subject  which  has  been,  perhaps, 
more  widely  misunderstood  than  any  other,  (though  not  a  Doctrine)  "  Reserve,^  or 
*'  Reverence,**  in  communicating  religious  knowleidge,  the  principles  of  the  Tracts  on 
that  subject  (of  which  an  impartial  person  has  said,  that  they  contain  as  much  deep 
and  true  philosophy  as  any  in  the  whole  series)  ma^  be  expressed  in  these  few  words  r 
great  Reverence  is  to  be  used  lest  you  propose  religious  truth  to  minds  unfit  to  receive 
It.  Whatever  rule  as  to  Holy  Truth  is  meant  by  our  Blessed  LordV  words,— ^  Give  not 
that  which  is  holy  to  dogs,  nor  cast  your  pearls  before  swine,** — that  and  no  other  ia 
meant  by  these  I^racts.* 

*'  According  to  this  statement,  it  is  clearly  intended  that  the  reader  should  eonsider 
the  terms  *  Reserve  *  and  '  Reverence  *  as  synonymous.  Now,  turning  to  OuUmer^e 
AbridgmerU  qf  TodcTe  Edition  qf  John8on'*t  Dictionary ^  I  find  that  the  only  aeoeptation 
in  which  each  term  respectively  can  be  used  in  reference  to  the  communication  of  re- 
ligious knowledge,  is,  of  the  former,  'something  concealed  in  the  mind  ;*  of  the  latter, 
veneration,  respect,  awful  regard.*  What  resemblance  there  is  between  these 
meanings,  I  leave  the  reader  to  judge.  But  if  a  shadow  of  doubt  existed  upon  tlus 
point,  it  is  instantly  dissipated  by  turning  to  the  exordium  of  the  80th  Tract.  The 
first  section  of  part  Ist  is  thus  headed — '  General  Allusions  to  this  Mode  of  Concxaj^ 
MINT.*  Then  the  Tract  opens  with  this  paragraph — <  The  object  of  the  present  inquiry 
is  to  ascertain  whether  there  is  not  in  God^  dealings  with  mankind,  ▲  vxrt  rbma&k- 
ABLX  HOLDING  BACK  OP  8ACBKD  AND  IMPORTANT  TRUTHS,  as  if  the  knowledge  of  them 
were  injurious  to  persons  unworthy  of  them.  And  if  this  be  the  case,  it  will  lead  to 
some  important  practical  reflections.* 

'<  On  the  misapplication  of  the  words  which  Dr.  Pubxt  has  quoted  from  St.  Mat- 
thew, vii.  6, 1  will  adduce  the  judicious  remarks  of  Propbssor  Scholbpxbld,  in  the 
second  of  his  admirable  Sermons  (Scriptural  Grounds  qf  Union  Considered  J  preached 
before  the  University  of  Cambridge  :^ 

*<  *  There  was  doubtless,*  observes  the  learned  Professor,  'a  depth  of  Divine  wisdom 
in  our  Saviour's  injunction  to  his  disciples,  not  to  give  that  which  is  Holy  to  the  dogs^ 
nor  to  cast  their  pearls  h^ore  swine  ;  but  the  figurative  terms  He  employs,  at  once 
lead  us  to  the  right  interpretation  of  it,  that  they  were  not  to  obtrude  the  holy  mys- 
teries of  their  religion  upon  the  profane  eaze  of  heathen  scofiers  and  persecutors.  And 
it  surely^  is  sufficient,  in  the  absence  of  Sn  proof  on  the  other  side,  barely  to  deny  the 
application  of  it  either  to  the  practice  of  building  churches^  oir^ilating  Bibles,  and 
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appears  to  imply  some  kind  of  communication :  not  to  mention  the 
important  distinction,  with  which  we  are  all  familiar  in  religious 
subjects,  between  the  communication  of  knowledge  as  a  merely  in- 
tellectual process,  and  that  of  truth  as  a  moral  one. 

48.  But  if  we  take  a  much  surer  test  than  any  of  these,  and 
Judge  of  the  author's  drift  from  the  character  of  the  system  which 
he  professes  to  reprobate,  we  must  be  inclined  to  consider  it  rather 
as  a  protest  against  Beserre,  than  a  recommendation  of  it. 

49.  If,  as  he,  whether  with  or  without  good  reason,  assumed, 
there  was  a  popular  mode  of  teaching,  which  dwelt  almost  exclu- 
siyely  on  a  portion  of  the  truth,  so  as  virtually  to  withhold  and 
suppress  others  not  less  important,  the  natural  remedy  for  the 
evil  would  have  been,  not  to  keep  one  part  back,  but  to  bring  the 
rest  more  prominently  forward.^ 

60.  That  the  treatise  is  deficient  in  practical  directions  for  the 
application  of  its  principles,  has  been  aomitted  by  its  defenders.* 

*  See  '^  A  Brief  Anml  vbis  of  the  Tracts  on  Beseire  in  eommnnicating  Religioiu 
Knowkdn^/*  by  Hemry  Arthur  Woodgate,  B,D.> 


establiahmg  National  Schools,  or  to  propounding  the  great  tntths  of  the  GkMtpel  to  con- 
gregations of  nrofeasing  Christians,  who  numifest,  bv  the  fact  of  their  attendance  on 
the  Prajers  of  the  Church,  that,  instead  of  professing  the  character  marked  in  the 
words  of  our  Lord,  they  are  desirous  of  being  instructiad  in  the  way  of  Salvation.*  **— . 
Charge,  1842. — See  also  note  on  paragraph  28  of  the  Charge  of  the  Bishop  of  London, 
«upra,  p.  438— Ed. 

'  Certainly  Mr.  Williams  has  not  adopted  *^  the  natural  remedy'*'*  suggested  by  his 
liordship:  in  what  sense,  then,  his  Tracts  can  be  regarded  as  *' a  protest  auzainst  Reserve, 
rather  tnan  a  recommendation  of  it,**  I  must  leave  the  reader  of  those  Iracts  to  deter- 
mine.— Ed. 

s  As  a  spedmrai  of  the  candour  with  which  Mr.  Woodoatb  has  conducted  his 
**  analysis,**  I  subjoin  the  following  passage  :^ 

'^And  here  I  may  mention  it  as  a  curious  circumstance,  that  these  last  words 
(^shunning  to  declare  to  them  the  whole  counsel  of  God*)  have  been  the  form  which 
<iU  those  who  have  taken  upon  themselves  to  condemn  these  Tracts,  have  selected  for 
the  purpose  of  expressing  their  accusation  and  their  censure.  It  is,  I  say,  a  curious 
circumstance,  and  one  illustrative  of  the  deoeitfulneBs  of  the  human  heart,  because  it  is 
ihU  very  praoOee  qf  thu  party,  as  mentioned  above,  viz.  that  in  the  public  teaching  they 
do  not  declare  the  whole  comuiel  of  God,  wluch  appears  to  have  called  forth  these  two 
Tracts.**  pp.  16,  18. 

With  renrd  to  the  truth  of  this  assertion,  it  is  only  necessary  to  observe  that  at  the 
time  when  Miu  Woodoatb  wrote  his  aniUysis,  eeven  PrebUes  of  our  Church  had  ''taken 
upon  themselves  to  condemn**  the  Tracts  on  Reserve  ;  and  that  of  these  seven,  three 
on/y,  viz.  Ditblin,  Exsnn,  and  Gloucbstbr,  make  any  allusion  whatever  to  the 
words  of  the  Apostle,  '^  shunning  to  declare  the  whole  counsel  of  God**  1 ! 

Prom  such  premises,  however,  would  Mr.  Woodoate  leave  his  readers  to  conclude 
that  the  Tracts  on  Reserve  have  been  condemned  only  by  the  adherents  of  a  certain 
party ;  that  party  of  whom  he  asserts,  with  equal  candour  and  truth,  that  "  they  have, 
as  is  familiar  to  ev^  one,  appropriated  to  themselves  and  to  their  system  exclusively, 
the  title  of  evangelical,** — ^p.  13.  And  yet  when  he  penned  the  passage  above  quoted, 
the  Archbishop  op  Dublin,  the  Bishops  of  Chbstxr,  Exbtbr,  Bombay,  Gloucbstbr, 
RjpoN,  and  Winchbstbr  ;  the  Dban  of  Salisbury  ;  Archdbacons  Browns  and 
Samuxl  Wilbbrforcb,  had  severally  ^'expressed  their  accusation  and  censure**  of  the 
Tracts  in  question ;  so  also  had  Mr.  Townsbnd,  Mr.  Bird,  Mr.  Lb  Mbsuribr,  Mr. 
Fabbr,  Mr.  Golightly,  and  many  other  persons  of  various  parties  in  the  ChurcAi. 

Mr.  Woodoatb,  it  seems,  ^  was  aware  tiiat  much  had  been  alleged  against**  the 
Treatise  ;...<* but  eonHdering  the  quarter  whence  these  allegations  fir  the  most  part 
proceeded,"  he  **  did  not  comider  them  worthy  of  much  ooniideraHon  ;  and  attributed 
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Bat  it  may  still  be  profitable,  if  it  tends  to  warn  ns  against  the 
danger  of  partial  views  and  exhibitions  of  the  truth,  and  to  lead 
ns  more  carefully  to  preserve  both  the  fulness  and  the  proportion  ot 
faith. 

it  to  the  like  feeting,  and  not  to  any  admiflaion  of  their  trathy  that  the  author  had  not 
notioed  them  or  offered  any  reply.**— p.  6.  After  a  time,  however,  when  the  Tracts 
on  Reeerre  were  nnrod  as  a  barrier  against  the  election  of  their  autiior  to  the  Profea- 
aorship  of  Poetry,  Ma.  Wooboatb  felt  it  his  duty  to  fead  the  Treatise  for  himaelf, 
(p.  6.)  and,  having  completed  his  *'*  analysis,'*  he  thus  modestly  disposes  of  *'  the  grare 
and  deliberate  charffes  brought** — as  he  tells  us  with  greater  JReterve  than  JReverenee — 
"  against**  Mr.  Williams  "  by  more  than  one  Bishop  !** — ^p.  6.  ^<  Let  me  now  ask  what 
cround  is  there  for  the  outcry  which  has  been  raised,  and  the  charges  which  have  been 
brought  antinst  this  work  ?  What  is  there  in  the  principle  developed  in  it,  or  the 
mode  in  which  the  subject  has  been  treated,  which  thoee  who  receive  the  Ootpei  in  aU 
iiejuinest,  as  maintained  by  ihe  Church,  and  as  exhibited  in  the  Prayer  Book,  can  find 
to  justify  the  language  whidi  has  been  held  respecting  it?  Who  would  noi  regret  thai 
ihote  who  have  pronounced  their  ^fficiai  ceneure  upon  it,  ehould  not,  before  thig  did  eoy 
have  made  themeelvee  more  fuUy  acquainted  with  ttt  principle  and  object,  not  to  be 
done  by  a  hasty  or  9uporfi<nal  perueaT — [Mr.  Woodgate  admits  that  he  himself  had 
only  read  the  Treatise  **  within  the  latt  few  day,"*  (p.  6.)  and  that  too  durins  the  ex* 
dtement  produced  by  the  contest  for  the  Poetry  Professorship]— toAloA  had  they  done^ 
it  would  be  doing  them  injuetice  to  suppose  they  would  have  witMeld  their  coneurrenee,^ 
~.pD.  42, 43. 

I  have  ventured  to  make  these  observations  upon  Mb.  Woodoatx*8  pamphlet,  inas- 
much as  it  is  referred  to  by  the  Bishop  op  St.  Davtd*8  as  a  defence  of  the  Tracts  on 
Beserve,  and  by  Dr.  Pusbv  in  his  letter  to  the  Ardibishop  of  Canterbury,  ^  79*)  "  a» 
a  valuable  anaiysiB  of  them,  and  independent  testimony  to  th^  value.** — £d. 

The  following  notice  of  the  report  to  which  I  have  alluded  at  page  427,  appeared  in 
the  British  Critic  for  Januar|r,  1842 :— . 

**  While  we  write,  we  see  it  reported  in  the  papers  that  the  Bishop  of  Gloucsstxb 
AND  Bristol  has  been  induced,  bv  the  Vf>raBS^.  of  the  Few  Remarks  to  withdraw  the 
strong  terms  in  which  he  spoke  of  the  Tracts  on  Reserve.  This  was  no  more  than 
what  was  to  be  expected  from  the  kind  tone  (sic)  of  his  Lordship*s  censures,  and  from 
his  having  pr^aced  them,~-.as  \fto  leave  an  opening  for  furiher  inquiryf-^with  an  aUu~ 
sion  to  the  calamitous  qfHicHon  which  had  prevent^  himjrom  entering  into  the  ooniro* 
versies  qf  the  last  Jive  years.^ 

The  italics  are  not  the  Reviewer*s ;  let  the  reader  compare  the  pasmge  bo  nrinted 
with  the  express  assertion  of  the  Bishop  op  Gloucbstkr,  (Chaive,  1841,  par.  3,  p.  6, 
supra,)  "  Upon  such  parts,  therefore,  of  the  newly  propounded  theories  as  I  have 
had  competent  meaiu  qf  if^orming  myself,  I  shall  not  hesitate  to  avow  my  sentiments  ; 
partioularly  on  ,  .  ,  a  recommendation  to  use  Reserve  in  preaching  the  Doctrine  qf  our 
J^ortTs  Atonement ; **— 4et  him  bear  in  mind,  also  that,  probably  before  the  ink  with 
which  the  Reviewer  wrote  was  dry — at  all  events,  long  before  hu  observations  could 
be  in  type—Da.  Monk  had  publicly,  in  the  most  unqualiAed  terms,  contradicted  the 
report  in  question,  and  he  will  have  a  specimen  of  disingenuousness  not  often,  it  is  to 
be  hoped,  surpassed  even  by  Tractarian  Controversialists. — Ed. 

*,*  In  addition  to  the  works  already  quoted  on  the  subject  of  the  foregoing  chapter, 
I  b^  to  refer  the  reader  to  Ma.  Townsend*s  Charge  to  the  Clergy  qf  the  Peculiar  ^f 
AUerton,  Awist,  1838 ;  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  the  first  e*  cathedrA  denunciation  of 
Tractarian  Theologv. — The  O^ord  Tract  System  considered  with  reference  to  the  prin- 
ciple qf  Reserve  in  Preat^ing,  by  the  Rav.  C.  S.  Bird.— ^  recent  Tract  upon  Reserve 
in  communicating  religious  knowledge  compared  with  Scripture  ;  by  the  Kav.  Hrnrt 
Lb  MasURiSR.-.^  Letter  to  Raundell  Palmer,  Esq,,  in  answer  to  the  principal  state- 
ments made  in  a  Letter  addressed  by  him  to  Lord  AsMey ;  by  a  Clbrotman. — Mr. 
Fabbr*8  Primitive  Doctrine  i^  Justification  examined,  Appendix  IX.^Mr.Goliohtlv^ 
Letter  to  the  Bishop  qf  Oj^forcL^BiBno^  M*Ilvainx*s  Charges  to  the  Protestant  E^piseo- 

Cil  Church  in  the  State  of  Ohio,  1840,  1842  ;  and  0:tford  Divinity,  chw.  liL^Bir.  Le 
esurier  mentions  SoouaALL*8  Christian  lAfe,  and  Knox*s  Chri^an  Philosophy,  *'  as 
petting  forth  what  there  is  of  truth  in  the  Tract,  unclouded  by  its  errors.  **^Eo. 
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OHAPTEES  XVIII.  XIX, 

T.    THB  OHUBCH    OF   ROME:    HER   PRESENT    GHARAGTBR;    HOW   RBQARDED 
BT   THB  TRACTARIANS;    REUNION   WITH;    DUTY   OF   PR0TB8TINO 

AOAINST. 

II.   THB   REFORMERS   AND   THB   REFORMATION. 


Wilson,  Bishop  op  Calcutta. — 1838. 

L  Vtde  Paw.  15.  17.  and  36,  in  Chap.  VIII. 
II.  Vide  Pan.  2,  in  Chap.  XXV.,  and  2a  and  Note,  in  Chap.  XXVI. 

Sumner,  Bishop  of  Chester. — 1838. 
II.  FU^  Par.  2,  in  Chap.  XXV. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. — 1839. 

I.  Vide  Para.  46—57,  in  Chap.  XX. 
II.   Fid^  Par.  65,  in  Chap.  XX. 

Pearson,  Dean  op  Salisbury. — 1839. 

I.   Vide  Pars.  14,  in  Chap.  VIII.,  15, 16,  in  Chap.  XXV. 
II.  Ude  Para.  15, 16,  in  Chap.  XXV.,  and  18,  in  Chap.  XXVI. 

HowLBT,  Archbishop  of  Canterbury. — 1840. 

[I.]  2.  I  would  it  were  possible  to  extend  this  great  principle  of 
unity  to  all  the  Churches  of  Christendom.  The  dissensions  which 
separated  the  Churches  of  the  East  and  the  West,  and  the  corrup- 
tions and  intolerance  which  drove  the  Protestants  from  the  com- 
munion of  Home,  have  been  most  injurious  to  the  Catholic  Church. 
A  reconciliation  would,  indeed,  be  desirable.  But  reunion  with 
Rome  ^  has  been  rendered  impossible  by  the  sinister  policy  of  the 


9  The  foUowing  quotation  is  from  an  article  in  the  British  OriHe  for  July,  1841. 
<<  Too  many  of  us  speak  as  if  we  had  gained  more  hy  the  Reformation  in  freedom  than 
we  have  lost  hy  it  m  disunion.  We  talk  of  the  ^hlessings  of  emancipation  from  the 
Papal  yoke,*  and  use  other  phrases  of  a  like  hold  and  undut\ful  tenor  ....  We 
Mui,  (tic)  of  coursey  that  active  and  visihle  union  with  the  See  of  Rome  is  not  of  the 
esaenoe  of  aChnrch;  at  tiie  same  time  we  are  deeply  conscioiu  that,  in  lacking  it,  Ux 
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Council  of  Trent,  which,  dreading  the  resnlt  of  digcnseion  on  many 
disputed  points,  made  no  scruple  of  multiplying  articles  of  Faith, 
which,  however  erroneous,  can  never  be  disclaimed  by  that  Church 
till  she  abandons  her  pretensions  to  infallibility. 

3.  Yet  I  am  not  without  hope  that  more  cordial  union  may  in 
time  be  effected  among  all  Protestant  Churches ;  nor  do  I  think  it 
improbable,  that  the  gradual  admission  of  light  in  the  East  may 
improve  the  condition  of  those  ancient  Churches  which  have 
groaned  so  long  under  the  oppression  of  infidels,  may  induce  them 
to  tr^  their  creeds  by  the  standard  of  Scripture,  and  dispose  them 
to  friendly  communications  with  our  own  Church.^ 

Bbbbsfobd,  Abchbishop  of  Abmagh. — 1841. 

SI.J  6.  Reconciliation  with  our  brethren  of  the  Church  of  Borne, 
,  indeed,  with  all  who  dissent  from  us,  is  an  object  to  be  sought 
after  with  prayers,  and  supplications,  and  strenuous  endeavours;  but 
the  &ithful  keeping,  through  evil  report  and  good  report,  of  the 
sacred  deposit  of  truth,  committed  to  our  hands,  is  a  still  higher  and 
more  sacred  duty :  and  it  is  my  conviction,  that  though  we  might, 
by  accommodating  our  principles  and  language  to  Bomish  claims 
and  corruptions,  bring  about  a  hollow  truce,  we  should  not  effect  a 
honest  and  safe  comprehension.  I  confess  I  can  discover  no  marks 
of  a  frank  and  plain  renunciation  of  their  errors  on  the  part  of  the 
Church  of  Bome. 

7.  There  is,  and  ever  has  been,  as  there  was  at  Trent,  an  attempt 
to  soften  down  and  disguise  the  real  character  of  their  doctrines  and 
practice,  which,  whenever  it  has  been  met  in  the  spirit  of  Christian 
candour,  has  led  to  disappointment,  by  discovering  the  real  nature 
of  their  claims.  The  proud  pretensions  of  the  Bishop  of  Rome,  not 
merely  to  a  primacy  of  order,  but  to  an  universal  supremacy,  and 
the  claim  of  infallibility  for  the  Church  of  his  communion,  is  alone 
a  bar  to  a  reconcilement  of  our  differences.  This  is  at  the  bottom 
of  their  claims,  and  also  of  their  worst  corruptions;  for  this,  it  is  true, 
they  plead  a  remote  Antiquity,  and,  no  doubt,  the  seeds  of  Romish 
error  were  early  deposited  in  the  rank  soil  of  man^s  heart,  and  fos- 
tered by  favourable  times  and  circumstances.  On  this  plea  they 
would  clothe  their  practices  with  the  venerable  dress  of  Antiquity, 


from  asserting  a  rigbt,  we  forego  a  great  privilege.  Rome  has  impendiable  danna 
upon  our  sratitade,  and,  were  it  so  ordered,  upon  onr  deference.  She  is  oar  '^der 
sister*  in  the  Faith  ;  nay,  she  is  onr  mother ;  to  whom,  hy  the  grace  of  God,  we  owe  it 
that  we  are  what  we  are ;  for  her  sins  and  for  our  own,  we  are  estranged  from  her  in 
presence,  not  in  heart ;  may  we  never  be  provoked  to  forget  her,  or  cease  to  love 
her,  even  thoush  she  frown  upon  us,  and  to  desire,  '  if  it  were  possible,*  to  be  as  one 
with  her !  **  Tne  Reviewer  adds,  '*  This  train  of  thought,  more  or  less  melancholy, 
has  been  awakened  in  our  minds  by  an  examination  of  some  of  the  writings  of 
Bishop  Jswbll.**  pp.  2,  3. — Ed. 

*  See  Mr.  NawMAN'ks  imprecation  against  ^  the  appointment  of  an  Anglican  Bishop 
at  Jerusalem.'*    Note  7,  p.  1 14,  «ttpro.^En. 
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whilst  thej  ascribe  to  onr  Ohurch  a  recent  origin.  But  our  Befor- 
mation  was  no  fond  or  novel  thing,  as  they  wonld  hold  out;  it  was, 
in  fiict,  and  so  it  professed  to  be,  a  return  to  a  Scriptural  creed  and 
primitive  practice,  &r  more  ancient  than  the  corruptions  introduced 
by  the  Church  of  Rome.  On  these  grounds  has  onr  Church  been 
ever  vindicated  by  our  great  authorities,  and  this  is  the  liberty  from 
Romish  usurpation,  whether  disguised  or  openly  professed,  where- 
with Christ  hath  made  us  free.  Scripture  and  primitive  Antiquity 
are  the  charter  by  which  we  hold  our  rights,  and  until  these  are 
acknowledged,  reconciliation  with  Home  is  to  be  despaired  of. 
II.  Vide  Par.  7,  supra. 

Whatbly,  Abghbishop  of  Dublin. — 1841. 

[II.]  None  more  loudly  profess  devoted  and  submissive  admiration 
for  the  Anglican  Church  than  many  of  those  who  are  emphatically 
opposed,  in  some  of  the  most  important  points,  to  the  principles  on 
which  our  Reformers  proceeded,  and  the  spirit  which  actuated 
them  throughout. 

If  any  one  is  deliberately  convinced  that  those  their  fundamental 
principles  are  erroneous,  and  that  they  rested  the  Doctrines  and  in- 
stitutions of  our  Church  on  a  wrong  basis,  he  deserves  credit,  at 
least,  for  honest  consistency  in  leaving  its  communion. 

But  to  me  it  does  appear,  that — without  attributing  to  them  an 
infallibility  which  they  expressly  disclaim — we  may  iustly  give  our 
Reformers  credit  for  such  sound  views,  and  such  resolute  adherence 
to  Evangelical  truth,  combined  with  such  moderation  and  discretion, 
as  were— considering  the  difficult  circumstances  they  were  in — ^truly 
wonderful ;  and  such,  as  are  in  all  times,  and  not  least  in  the  pre- 
sent, well  worthy  of  imitation.     It  was  their  "  wisdom  to  keep  the 
mean^  (as  is  expressed  in  the  preface  to  the  Book  of  Common 
Prayer)  ^'  between  the  two  extremes,  of  too  much  stiffness  in  re- 
fusing, and  too  much  easiness  in  admitting  any  variation.^    It  was 
*^  their  wisdom,^  also,  to  *'  keep  the  mean^  between  the  claims — 
never  conflicting,  except  when  misunderstood — of  Scripture  and  of 
a  Church.     It  was  ^^  their  wisdom^  to  keep  the  mean  between  a 
slavish  bondage  to  ancient  precedents  on  the  one  hand,  and  a  wan- 
ton and  arrogant  disregard  of  them,  on  the  other.     It  was  ^*  their 
wisdom**^ — ^their  pious  and   Christian  wisdom — to  keep  the  mean 
between  rash  and  uncharitable  judgment  of  other  Churches,  and 
equally  rash  carelessness,  or  fondness  for  innovation,  in  the  regu- 
lations of  their  own.     They  conformed  as  closely  as,  in  their  judg- 
ment, circumstances  would  warrant,  to  the  examples  of  the  earliest 
Churches,  without  for  ah  instant  abandoning  the  rightful  claims  of 
their  own;  and  yet,  without  arrogantly  pronouncing  censure  on 
those  whose  circumstances  had  led  them  to  depart  further  from  those 
ancient  precedents.  Their  ^^Paith^  they  drew  from  the  Scriptures; 
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their  "  Hope"  they  based  on  the  Scriptures ;  their  "  Charity"  they 
learned  from  the  Scriptures. 

A  member  of  the  Anglican  Church, — I  mean,  a  sincere  and 
thoroughly  consistent  member  of  it— ought  to  feel  a  fiill  conviction, 
and  surely  there  are  good  grounds  for  that  conviction,  both 
that  the  reforms  they  introduced  were  no  more  than  were  loudly 
called  for  by  a  regard  for  Oospel-truth,  and  that  the  Church,  as 
constituted  by  them,  does  possess,  in  its  regulations  and  its  officers, 
*^  Apostolical  Succession,"  in  the  sense  in  which  it  is  essential  that 
a  Christian  Community  skaidd  possess  it ;  viz.  in  being  a  regularly- 
constituted  Christian  Society,  framed  in  accordance  with  the  funda- 
mental principles  taught  us  by  the  Apostles  and  their  Great  Master. 
— Kingdom  of  Christy  Essay  II,  sect.  43. 

BaouGHTON,  Bishop  of  Austbaua. — 1841. 

II.    Fi<fe  Par.  35,  in  Chap.  VIII. 

39.  My  exhortation  to  you,  however,  is,  not  to  suffer  yourselves 
to  be  driven  to  any  concealment  of  your  genuine  Church  principles, 
by  any  dread  of  being  misrepresented  as  setters-forth  of  strange 
Doctrines.  I  should  regret  unfeigned!  y,  that  any  of  those  by  whom 
such  principles  are  maintained,  should  think  of  adding  strength  to 
their  cause  by  disparaging  reflections  upon  the  B^formers,  or  upon 
the  Bpoformation  itself.  I  should  regret  that  any  attempt  were  now 
made  to  unsettle  any  of  the  land-marks  then  established,  by  bringing 
back,  or  proposing  to  bring  back,  into  the  use  of  the  Church  any 
rites  or  practices  which  our  Reformers  advisedly  resolved  should  be 
discontinued.  There  is  nothing  in  their  principles  which  prohibits 
us  from  placing  their  proceedings  continually  under  review ;  and 
having  been  led  to  do  this  by  the  events  of  recent  years,  I  have  my- 
self been  more  than  ever  confirmed  in  my  persuasion  of  the  piety, 
knowledge,  wisdom,  and  charity  with  which  all  their  proceedings 
were  carried  on,  and  all  their  determinations  formed,  I  should, 
therefore,  I  repeat,  unfeignedly  lament  to  find  any  disposition  pre- 
vailing to  derogate  from  them  or  from  their  works ;  especially  from 
their  incomparable  Liturgy,  by  which  so  spiritual,  devout,  and  im- 
proving a  character  is  impressed  upon  our  public  worship,  and  most 
eminently  upon  the  order  for  the  administration  of  the  Holy  Com- 
munion.^ 

40.  At  the  same  time,  duty  requires  me  to  express  my  opinion, 
that  there  has  been  shewn,  on  the  other  hand,  an  unnecessary  dispo- 
sition and  eagerness  to  attach  the  name  of  Popery,  or  to  impute  a 
Papistical  tendency,  to  much  which  is  of  the  sound  and  genuine 
substance  of  Church  of  England  Divinity.  The  arraignment  of  it 
as  erroneous,  appears  to  have  been  eagerly  caught  up  on  account  of 

'  See  the  PotUanpi  to  hiB  Lordship^s  Charge,  Pan.  47,  48,  wpra,  p.  207— En. 
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of  its  opposition  to  the  system  of  quitting  the  Bomish  gronnd  of  in- 
fallible authority,  only  to  take  the  opposite  extreme  of  maintaining 
an  unqualified  right  of  private  judgment ;  a  principle  which  the 
Church  of  England  never  recognised.  I  discover,  however,  no 
symptoms  which  should  excite  a  reasonable  dread  of  any  contem- 
plated departure  from  our  governing  principle,  that  nothing  is  to  be 
required  of  any  man  to  be  believed  as  necessary  to  salvation  except 
it  be  read  in  Scripture,  or  may  be  proved  thereby,^ 

41.  If  there  be  any  disposition  (which  I  confess,  though  asserted, 
I  do  not  discover)  to  revive  among  us  usages  and  ceremonies  con- 
fessedly ancient,  but  which  the  good  sense  of  our  Beformers  saw  fit, 
upon  sufficient  grounds,  to  abolish,  that  disposition  can  extend  only 
to  a  very  limited  number,  and  needs  only  to  be  discouraged  by  su- 
periors to  be  readily  laid  aside7 

42.  Let  me  also  express  my  most  earnest  hope  that  no  attempts 
will  be  made  to  shew,^  as  proofs  of  argumentative  dexterity,  how 
near  we  can  shape  our  course  to  the  shoals  of  Romanism  without 
making  shipwreck  of  our  own  belief.  It  is  an  unwise  and  dangerous 
employment,  and  may  be  destructive  of  those  who  practise  it. 

43.  But  in  fairness  I  ought  to  add  that,  so  far  as  relates  to  the 
Doctrine  of  Justification,  to  the  nature  of  the  Holy  Sacraments, 
and  the  efiect  of  their  due  reception,  to  the  qualifications  of  those 
by  whom  they  may  be  lawfully  administered,  to  the  sanction  de- 
rived by  an  appeal  to  Antiquity  upon  the  Doctrinal  Articles  of  our 
Church,  or  upon  that  interpretation  of  the  Word  of  God  conform- 
able with  them  which  constitutes  the  deposit  of  faith  put  into  our 
hands  at  the  time  of  our  ordination — upon  these  points,  and  upon 
the  authority  of  the  Church  in  controversies  of  faith,  I  know 
nothing  and  suspect  nothing  to  have  been  written  by  any  whose 
kindred  with  us  we  acknowledge,  which  is  in  any  degree  contrary 
to  the  holy  principles  which  our  Reformers  taught,  and  in  defence 
of  which  they  died. 

SuMNEB,  Bishop  of  Chester. — 1841. 

I.  Vtde  Pap.  26,  in  Chap.  IX. ;  29,  in  Chap.  X. ;  and  Appendix,  in  Chap.  XXI. 

II.  Vide  Par.  14,  in  Chap.  XIII. ;  22,  in  Chap.  IX. ;  and  29,  in  Chi^.  X. 

Maltby,  Bishop  op  Durham. — 1841. 

I.  Vide  Pan.  6, 6,  in  Chap.  V. 
11.  Vide  Par.  4,  in  Chap  XXV.,  and  9,  in  Chap.  XX. 


6  See  Note  in  preceding  page. 

•y  It  is  satiafactoiy  to  learn,  that  the  Australian  Clergy  shew  their  **  Reyerence  for 
Episoopaey  not  in  ward  hut  in  cleed;  an  example  which  their  AngUhCatkolio  brethren 
on  this  side  the  water  would  do  well  to  follow.    See  Appendix  6 — Ed. 

8  How  painfully  his  Lordship^s  hope  has  been  disappointed  is  but  too  well  known. 
See  the  remarks  of  the  Bishop  of  Llandaff,  Pars.  41,  42,  in  Chap.  XXV.->Ed. 
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Monk,  Bishop  of  Gloucxsteb. — 1841. 

[I.]  7.  In  the  writings  which  I  have  seen  of  these  EccledastieB, 
there  appears  to  be  a  constant  and  indnstrions  endeavonr  to  oon^ 
pliment  the  Papal  Church,  to  extenuate  its  faults,  and  to  apologize 
ibr  its  enormities.  It  is  true  that  the  distinguished  authors  them- 
selves have  unequivocally  denied  any  attachment  on  their  own  part 
to  Rome,  and  have  decisively  repudiated  that  imputation.^  But  if 
through  their  agency  a  school  be  formed,  of  which  one  characteristic 
shall  be  a  leaning  towards  Romanism,  the  disciples  cannot  be  pre- 
vented going  forther  than  their  Masters  contemplate.^  And 
when  we  consider  the  peculiar  art  with  which  the  Papal  system  is 
organized,  and  the  readiness  with  which  it  enlists  into  its  service 
the  frailties,  the  passions,  and  the  imaginations  of  men,  it  is  impos- 
sible not  to  entertain  serious  apprehensions  at  the  course  which 
has  been  adopted  by  persons  whose  learning,  talents,  and  character 
insure  to  them  influence  among  their  contemporaries. 

IL  Vide  Par.  1,  in  Chap.  I. ;  6,  in  Chap.  XXL;  and  10^  in  Ch^  Y. 

BowsTBAD,  Bishop  of  Lichfibld. — 1843. 

[II.]  7.  I  do  not  dwell  upon  this  subject,  my  Reverend 
Brethren,  from  any  prevalence  of  such  opinions  in  this  Diocese, 
but  merely  by  way  of  caution ;  for,  undoubtedly,  I  do  consider 
their  tendency  to  be  dangerous.  It  is  not  a  question  of  robes  and 
surplices — though  here  too  a  spirit  of  innovation  has  manifested 
itself — ^frindamental  principles  are  at  stake ;  the  character  of  our 
Reformers  has  been  assailed,  and  the  Reformation  itseUT  depre- 
ciated. 

LoNGUEY,  Bishop  of  Ripon. — 1841. 

I.  rtde  Par.  6/3,  in  Chap.  VI.,  and  9,  in  Chap.  XXI. 
II.  Vide  Par.  3,  in  Chap.  III.,  and  &y,  in  Chap.  VI. 

Stbachan,  Bishop  of  Tobonto. — 1841. 

II.  nde  Par.  5,  in  Chap.  III. ;  and  S,  in  Chap.  VI. 


9  Thb  BiBROP  or  Gloucbstir  oonld  not  have  seen  Mr.  KawMAN'te  Leiier  to 
Dr.  Jblp;  Mr.  Daloairn*s  Letter  to  the  Univen ;  and  Boreral  other  pab- 
Ucations  of  the  party,  in  which  attachment  to,  and  «  unfeigned  affection  "  for,  the 
Choreh  of  Borne,  are  very  unequivocally  expressed.  The  extract  from  the  Brituk 
Cfritie,  giren  in  note  3,  p.  473,  supra,  in  which  Borne  is  desoribed  as  our  **  Eider 
SUter,"  •  .  "  nay,  our  Mother,**  was  not  published  when  his  Lordship  wrote  his 
Charge.  Mr.  Newman's  Betraetafion  did  not  appear  until  some  time  afterwards.— 
See  Appendices,  fi.  and  C. — Ed. 

^  See  this  remark  too  painfully  yerified  in  Appendix,  H.— Ed. 
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SuMNBB,  Bishop  of  Winchsoteb. — 1841. 

[I.]  9.  There  is  ground  again  for  fear  if,  on  the  one  hand,  it 
becomes  habitual  among  us  to  extenuate  and  speak  in  soft  language 
of  the  deep  corruptions  of  the  Church  of  Rome,*  dwelling  upon  her 
^'  high  gifts  and  strong  claims  on  our  admiration,  reyerence,  love, 
and  gratitude  ;^  f  attributing  to  her,  of  all  other  religions  com- 
munions, the  ezclusiye  possession  of  that  something  to  which  the 

*  ''  There  will  ever  be  a  nmnber  of  refined  and  affsolionate  minds  who,  dis- 
appointed in  finding  fall  matter  for  their  devotional  feelings  in  the  English  svstem,  as 
at  present  oondacted,  betake  themselvesy  through  human  frailty,  to  Eome.*'-« 
Tract  71,  p.  4. 

**The  intrinsic  mi^esty  and  truth  whioh  remain  in  the  Church  of  Rome  amid  all 
its  oorrupttons.** 

"  I  consider  its  existing  Creed  and  popular  worship  to  be  as  near  idolatry  as  any 
portion  of  that  Church  can  be,  from  which  it  is  said  that  *  the  idols*  shall  be  utterly 
abolished.*  **-^Z;e<ter  io  Dr.  Jblp,  p.  7.  Compare  this  lanffusoe  with  that  of  Bishop 
HoRSLXTy-^'^  I  set  out  with  this  principle,  tluU  the  Church  of  Rome  is  at  this  day  a 
corrupt  Church,  a  Church  corrupted  with  idolatiy  ;  with  idolatry  very  much  the  same, 
in  kind  and  decree,  with  the  worst  that  ever  prevailed  among  the  Egyptians  or  the 
Canaanites,  till  within  one  or  two  centuries,  at  the  most,  of  the  time  of  Moeee.*-^ 
DtMserUUion  on  the  Propheoiet  qf  the  Messiah,  dispersed  amonff  the  Heathen,  p.  68. 

I  Quote  only  one  other  example. 

''  To  take  the  instances  of  the  Adoradon  of  Imases  and  the  Invocation  of  Saints. 
The  Tridentine  Decree  declares  that  it  is  ffood  ana  lawful  suppliantly  to  invoke  the 
saints ;  and  that  the  images  of  Christ,  and  tne  Blessed  Virgin,  and  the  other  Saints, 
■hoold*  receive  due  honour  and  veneration ;'  words  which  themselves  go  to  the  verge 
of  what  could  be  received  by  the  cautious  Christian,  though  possibly  admitting  of  aa 
honest  interpretation.  Now  we  know,  in  matter  of  fact,  that  in  various  parts  of 
Che  Roman  Church,  a  worship  approaching  to  idolatrous  is  actually  paid  to  saints 
and  images,  in  countries  very  different  from  each  other,  as,  for  instance,  Italy  and 
the  Netherlands,  and  has  been  countenanced  by  eminent  men  and  Doctors,  and  that 
without  any  serious  or  successful  protest  from  anv  quarter.**— Tract  71,  p>  17* 
Dr.  Wiseman  has  reason  to  say,  when  he  reads  this  tender  conmient  on  the  corruptions 
of  Rome — **  It  seems  impossible  to  read  the  works  of  the  Oxford  Divines,  and  ei^eeially 
to  follow  them  chronologically,  without  discoveriuff  a  daily  approach  towards  our  Holy 
Church,  both  in  Doctrine  and  in  affectionate  feelinff.  Our  Saints,  our  Popes,  have 
become  dear  to  them  b^  little  and  little ;  our  rites  and  ceremonies,  our  offices,  nay,  our 
very  rubrics,  are  precious  in  their  eyes,  far,  alas  I  beyond  what  many  of  us  consider 
them ;  our  monastic  institutions^  our  charitable  and  educational  provisions,  have 
become  more  and  more  objects  with  them  of  earnest  study  ;  and  every  thing,  in  fine, 
that  concerns  our  Religion,  deeply  interests  their  attention.  I  know  what  some  will 
8ay,~ihat  all  this  interest  is  of  an  interested  character,  that  the  wish  to  take  so  much 
from  us  as  may  serve  to  give  consistency  to  their  own  Church,  but  have  no  idea  of 
advancing  Airtner,  or  aimmg  at  re-union  with  us.  This  suspicion  is,  I  conceive,  unjust 
and  ungrounded ;  it  is  based  npon  ignorance  of  the  true  character  and  feelings  of 
these  writers,  llieir  admiration  of  our  institutions  and  practices,  and  their  regret  at 
having  lost  them,  numifestly  sprinjif  from  the  value  which  they  aet  upon  every  thing 
CaihiHie  s  and  to  suppose  them  (without  an  insincerity,  which  they  have  given  us  no 
right  to  charge  them  with)  to  love  the  parts  of  a  system,  and  wish  for  them,  while  they 
would  reject  the  root,  and  only  secure  support  of  them— th^  system  itMlf— is  to  my 
mind  revoltingly  contradictory.  ** -^Letter  en  Catholie  Umtiy  addressed  to  the  Right  Hen, 
the  Earl  (^  ^ewsburjfy  pp.  13,  14. 

t  Tract  70,  No  24,  p.  7.« 


*  The  passage  quoted  by  his  Lordship  is  not  in  Tract  70,  but  in  Records  qf  the 
Chwrehy  No.  24,  p.  7.— En. 
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age  18  moving ;  •  and  characterizing  simply  as  an  "  event  in  Pro- 
vidence,''f  that  Papal  supremacy,  of  which  Bishop  Taylor  writes, 
that  it  ^*wiil  not  be  necessary  to  declare  the  sentence  of  the 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  because  it  is  notorious  to  all  the 
world ;  and  is  expressly  opposed  against  this  Bomish  Doctrine,  by 
laws,  articles,  confessions,  homilies,  the  oath  of  allegiance  and 
supremacy,  the  book  of  Christian  Institution,  and  many  excellent 
writings;}"  and  if,  on  the  other  hand,  in  the  same  breath,  we 
accustom  ourselves  to  speak  slightingly  and  disparagingly  of  those 
great  and  venerable  names  of  the  sixteenth  century,  of  whom  one 
of  the  ablest  and  wisest  of  modem  authorities  has  said  that  ^^  we 
shall  search  in  vain«  either  in  ancient  or  modem  history,  for 
examples  of  men  more  justly  entitled  to  the  praise  of  splendid 
talents,  sound  learning,  and  genuine  piety  ;"||  or  if  we  leam  to 
designate  the  Blessed  Beformation  itself  as  ^^  that  great  schism" 

*  ^*  In  trutli,  there  is,  at  this  moment,  a  great  proffresB  of  the  religions  mind  of  oar 

Church  to  something  deeper  and  truer  thui  satisfied  the  bst  century.** 

The  age  is  moving  towards  something ;  and  most  unhappily  the  one  religions  com- 
munity among  us,  which  has  of  late  years  been  practicallv  in  poopoooion  of  this  aome- 
thing,  is  the  Church  of  Rome.  She  alone,  amid  all  the  errors  and  evils  of  her 
practical  system,  has  given  free  scope  to  the  feelings  of  awe,  mysteiy,  tendemeas, 
reverence,  devotedness,  and  other  feeliujes,  which  may  be  especially  called  Catholio.**— 
LetUr  to  Dr.  Jklf.    By  the  Author  of  Tnjct  90,  pp.  26,  26.s 

f  Tract  90,  p.  77.  t  Dissuaave  from  Popery,  vol.  z.  p.2e0.a 

(l  fip.  Van  MilderfS  Lectures,  vol.  i.  p.  288. 

a  **  It  will  do  us  little  good  with  the  common  run  of  men,  in  the  question  of  the 
Pope*s  power,  to  draw  the  distinction,  true  though  it  is,  between  his  primacy  in  honour 
ana  authority,  and  his  sovereiffuty  or  his  univeraftl  jurisdiction.  The  force  of  this  dis- 
tinction is  not  here  questioned,  but  it  will  be  unintelligible  to  minds  unpractised  in 
Ecclesiastical  Histoiy.  Either  the  Bishop  of  Rome  has  really  a  claim  upon  our  de- 
ference, or  he  has  not ;  so  it  will  be  urged  ;  and  our  safe  argument  at  the  present  day 
will  lie  in  waiving  the  question  altogether,  and  saving  that,  even  if  he  has,  according  to 
the  primitive  rule,  ever  so  much  authority,  ^and  that  he  has  some,  e.  ^.  the  precedence 
of  other  Bishops,  need  not  be  denied,)  that  it  is  in  matter  of  fact,  altogether  suspended 
and  in  abeyance,  while  he  upholds  a  corrupt  system,  against  which  it  is  our  duty  to 
protest.     At  present,  all  will  see  he  ought  to  have  no  *  jurisdiction,  power,  superiority, 

1>re-eminenoe,  or  autiiority,  within  this  realm.*  It  will  be  time  enough  to  settle  his 
egitimate  claims,  and  maJce  distinctions,  when  he  removes  all  existing  uapedxments  to 
our  acknowledging  him.** — TVad  71,  p.  8. 

It  will  be  oMerved  that,  in  quoting  above  from  the  oath  of  supremacy,  the  words 
''  ecclesiastical  or  spiritual**  are  omitt^.  The  oath  runs  thus :  "  pre-eminence  or  antho- 
ritjr,  ecclesiastical  or  spiritual,  within  this  realm.**  Mr.  Golightly  has  remarked  upon 
a  similar  omission  in  Tract  90,  which  has  led  Dr.  Pnsey  into  error. 

**  The  Primate  of  Christendom,  or  of  England,  deems  it  (rightiy  or  wrongly)  no  in- 
fringement of  the  Divine  prerogative  to  accept,  as  God*s  representative  on  e«rth,  the 
reverence  and  affection  of  ids  cmldren,  and  to  be  styled  *  Father.*  Either  the  one  or 
the  other,  then,  might  vindicate  on  behalf,  not  of  himself,  but  of  the  Churdi  in  his 

En,  the  '  uppermost  place  at  feasts,  or  the  chief  seat  in  the  synagogue  ;*  while  ob- 
s  would  be  at  hand  to  say  that,  because  he  occupied  them  (as  he  ought),  therefore 
Dved*  them  for  their  own  sake  (which  he  ought  not).**— ^riiM  CV&,  No.  SO, 
p.  431. 

"  Other  points  of  Doctrine,  more  or  less  Catholic,  which  occur  at  the  moment  as 
answering  to  this  description,  (of  Catholic  verities  impressed  upon  the  sur&oe  of  Holy 


s  Pp.  27, 28 En. 
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whiok  ^*  shattered '^  the  Saerammiifun  umitati$^  siaee  which  em 
««  Tnith  baa  not  dwelt  sunply  and  securely  ia  any  Tkible  tabernacle  ;* 


Seriptiure)  are  the  f^UowiDo;:  BadIuiiibI  Regenemtioa,  the  Saerad  Pretenoe  in  the 
Endiaristy  the  Oneness  of  the  visible  Church,  the  Primacy  of  St  Peter.^— /6.  p.  423, 
note. 

*  Traet71>l>.SiLi3 

jB  '*  We  are  reformed ;  we  have  come  out  of  Babylon,  and  have  rebnilt  our  Church ; 
bni  it  is  Ichabod ;  '  the  glory  is  departed  from  IsraeL^  ** — Tract  31,  p.  2. 

**  The  English  Church,  as  such,  is  not  Protestant,  only  politiciUly ;  that  is,  externally, 
or  so  £ar  as  it  has  been  made  an  establishment,  and  subjected  to  national  and  foreign 
influenoesL  It  claims  to  be  merely  Rsfbrmtd^  not  Protestant ;  and  it  repudiates  any 
fellowship  with  the  mixed  multitude  wluch  crowd  together,  whether  at  home  or  abroad, 
under  a  mere  political  banner.  "^Uneuir  71,  p.  32. 

*'  Although  the  details  of  the  early  Ritual  varied  in  importance,  and  corrupt  additions 
were  made  m  the  middle  ages,  yet,  as  a  whole,  the  Catholic  Ritual  was  a  precious  pos- 
seanon;  and  if  we,  who  have  escaped  from  Popery,  have  lost  not  only  the  pos- 
session, but  the  sense  of  its  value,  it  is  a  serious  question  whether  we  are  not  like  men 
who  recover  from  some  grievous  illness,  with  the  loss  or  injury  of  their  sight  or  hearings 
whether  we  are  not  like  the  Jews  returned  from  cu»tivity,  who  could  never  find  the  wL 
of  Aaron  or  the  «rk  of  the  ceveaant,  viiiich,  indeed,  had  ever  been  hid  from  the  world, 
but  then  was  removed  from  the  temple  itself.*^ — Ttaet  34,  p.  7*  ''To  say  that  the 
depth  and  richness  of  the  ancient  services  of  the  Universal  Church  have  no  parallel  in 
modem  times,  were  to  bring  into  a  painftil  ooioparison  what  is  far  too  sacred  for  human 
criUdem.'"— ^rAM  Oritk^  vol.  xxvii.  p.  261.  ^'On  the  side  of  need,  there  is  the  actualiv 
penitential  condition  of  the  later  Church,  bewailine  the  sins  of  a  former  age,  and  suf- 
fering their  penalties.  She  seemed  to  say  at  the  Reformation,  *  Make  me  as  one  of  thy 
faired  aarvants,*  and  she  has  been  graeiously  taken  at  her  word;  lowered  from  her 
ancient  and  proper  place,  as  the  *  kms *b  daughter,  whose  clothing  is  of  wrought  gold,* 
whose  *  walls  the  sons  of  strangers  snould  build,  and  unto  whom  their  kinffs  should 
minister,*  into  the  condition  of  a  slave  at  a  table  where  she  should  preside.  How  then 
does  ^melody  *  aoit  widi  her  *  heaviness  ;*  the  son|;s  of  Zion  with  the  fetters  of  Ba- 
bylon? Lower  strains  befit  her  d^nreased  condition ;  and  with  such,  in  the  Englidi 
Litnrgy,  she  is  ju^ually  provided." — Ih.  p.  254.  "  The  Church  has  sullied  her  baptismal 
robe  d^  purity  ;  she  Is  not  pennitted  to  come  inte  the  Divine  presence  at  all,  until  she 
1ms  done  penance  \  nor,  when  admitted,  is  she  privileged  to  raise  her  voice  in  the  faw- 
gnaffe  of  loy  and  confidence,  without  many  a  faltering  note  of  fear  and  self-reproach.** 

<<The  tone  of  our  services  has  been  simultaneously  lowered.  We  were  not  instru- 
mental in  lowering  it.  Putting,  by  way  of  hypothesis  only,  the  extreme  case,  and 
sayinff,  with  the  Roman  Cathobc,  '  Fieri  non  aebuit,*  still  it  maj^  be  that  '  Factum 
valet.^  It  is,  of  course,  one  thing  to  have  originated  the  Reformation,  whether  on  the 
whole,  or  in  any  of  its  details  ;  another  to  continue  in  the  Reformed  Church  as  things 
are  ;  whidi  may  surely  be  said  without  necessarily  implying  that  even  the  former  act 
was  unjustifiable.  As  it  is,  we  English  Christians,  irresponsible  altogether  for  the 
original  ohaoffes,  and,  as  we  hope,  in  a  measure,  for  the  state  of  things  which  leads  us 
even  thankfully  to  acquiesce  in  them,  find  ourselves  members  of  the  Church  in  its 
present  embarrassed  and  so  far  degenerate  condition.  A  Liturgy  is  put  into  our  hands, 
m  which  all  the  essentials  of  Catholic  truth  are  preserved,  with  the  loss,  here  and  there, 
of  the  more  jubilant  and  filial  language,  together  with  some  of  the  more  ennobling  pri- 
vileges of  a  former  period.  What  so  well  befits  us  as  gratitude  to  Him  who  has  so 
wonderfully,  by  the  instrumentality  of  whatever  means,  adapted  our  prayers  to  our 
wants,  and  denied  us  such  privileges  only  as  we  are  unfit  to  enjoy  ?  And  if  even  slaves, 
according  to  6t  Paul,  should  pr^er  slavery,  which  is  6od*s  appointment,  to  liberty 
of  their  own  seeking,  we  surely,  who  for  our  sins,  or  for  those  of  our  forefathers,  have 
^  ashes  *  given  us  for  '  b«iuty,* '  mourning  *  for  '  the  oil  of  gladness,*  and  *  the  spirit  of 
heaviness  *  for  *  the  garment  of  praise,*  should  wear  our  fetters  dutifully,  loyally,  and 
even  thankfully,  not  seeking  impatiently  to  be  rid  of  them.  And  then,  as  this  Tract 
(the  8eth)  observes,  <  we  may  hope  that  the  loss  will,  by  degrees,  be  made  up  to  us. 
Privileges  are  multiplied  upon  the  meek  and  dutiful ;  and  the  way  to  more  Ught  is  the 
thankful  use  of  what  we  have.  And  while  our  duty  lies  in  the  way  of  patience  and 
obedience,  we  cannot  but  humbly  trust  that  the  practice  of  our  Church  is  brought  moro 

2  I 
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or  if  underyalue  our  own  Liturgy,  and  Formularies,  and  Homilies;* 
or  put  interpretations  on  our  Articles  at  variance  with  what  has 
been  generally  received  as  the  intentions  of  their  compilers,  and 
inconsistent  with  the  royal  declaration,  that  "  no  man  .  .  . 
shall  put  his  own  sense  or  comment  to  be  the  meaning/^-)* 

Beresford,  Abchbishop  of  Armagh. — 1842. 
I.   FMfe  Par.  2,  in  Chap.  XXI. 

Mant,  Bishop  of  Down  and  Connor,  and  Dromore. — 1842. 

[I.]  37.  And  this  leads  to  a  further  caution,  that  we  abstain 
from  the  use  of  all  such  language  as  may  tend  to  indicate  in  our  own 
minds,  or  to  implant  in  others,  an  indifference  to  the  errors  and 
corruptions  of  the  Romish  Church,  and  to  encourage,  on  the  other 
hand,  a  favourable  contemplation  of  her,  by  putting  forward  and 
commending  her  better  qualities,  and  by  obscuring  and  keeping  out 
of  sight  her  peculiar  abominations. 

38.  They  are  the  "  errors  ^  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  "  not  only  in 
her  living  and  manner  of  ceremonies,  hut  also  in. matters  ofFaith^X 
which,  so  far  as  we  have  any  concern  with  that  Church,  it  is  our 
business,  in  pursuance  of  the  example  and  instructions  of  our  Na- 
tional Church,  to  fix  in  our  own  minds,  and  to  make  subjects  of 
admonition  to  our  people.^ 

39.  Under  the  former  division,  allusion  has  been  made  to  certain 
representations,  calculated  to  lead  to  an  acquiescence  in  some  parts 
of  the  Romish  system,  if  not  to  an  approbation  of  it.  I  would  here 
refer  to  some  commendations  which  have  been  bestowed  on  her 
devotional  provisions,  in  particular  relation  to  those  of  our  National 
Church. 

and  more  into  accordance  ivith  its  theoiy;  and  as  it  is  gradaally  relieved  of  those 
chilling,  cramping  influences,  secular  and  political,  which  shrivel  up  its  strong  arm  of 
power,  and  mar  its  fair  proportions,  we  may  be  judged  meeter  for  the  language  of  high 
jovfulness,  in  a  sinner's  mouth  so  dissonant.** — British  Critic,  vol.  xxviL  pp.  261,  262. 
"  True  though  it  be,  that  it  is  hard  for  our  Church,  in  her  present  state  of  depression 
and  embam^sment,  to  realize  all  her  privilef^es,  and  to  assert  her  true  ^lace  among  the 
nations,  yet  let  us  be  thankful  that,  though  m  a  garb  of  sackcloth,  she  is  still  'glorious 
within.'"-^6.  p.  276 

•  Appendix  X.*  +  Appendix  XI.*  J  Art.  xix. 


^  Appendix  X.  will  be  found  in  Chap.  XX.  ;  and  Appendix  XI.  in  Chap.  XXI. — ^En. 

*  The  italics  in  the  text  are  not  his  Lordship^  The  Rxv.  F.  E.  Pagbt,  Cht^ihm 
to  the  Bishop  o/Oxfordy  seems  to  take  a  different  view  of  his  **  business,  in  pursnanoe  of 
the  example  and  instructions  of  our  national  Church.**  Witness  the  following  passage 
from  his  Tales  of  the  Village^  p.  104. 

<*  When  the  Gospel  was  first  preached  to  mankind,  the  Apostles  founded  Churches 
in  all  the  countries  which  thev  visited  ;  and  so  long  as  Ood's  pure  Word  is  preached 
therein,  and  the  Sacraments  duly  administered  by  persons  lawfully  ordained,  those  se- 
veral Churches  (despite  of  errors  in  matters  of  opinioH,  (sic  J  which  do  not  constitute 
heresy,  like  errors  in  matters  of  Faith)  (sic)  continue  to  be  branches  of  the  one  true 
Catholic  and  Apostolic  Church.  Such  a  (nnttch  is  the  Baman  Church;  such  is  that  which 
exists  among  ourselves  in  EngUnd.**.^ED. 
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40.  There  are,  doubtless,  devotioDal  compositions  in  the  Romish 
Ghnrch  deserying  of  approbation  as  to  their  matter,  howeyer  ^^  re- 
pugnant to  the  \Vord  of  God  and  the  custom  of  the  primitive 
Church,^  by  reason  of  their  being  *^  in  a  tongue  not  understanded 
of  the  people.^*  But  these  are  not  her  peculiar  property:  these 
she  shares  with  our  own  Church,  by  whom,  in  common  with  her, 
they  were  derived  from  Catholic  antiquity,  and  are  still  wisely, 
piously,  and  happily  retained.  Her  devotional  peculiarities,  besides 
the  use  of  a  foreign  and  unintelligible  language,  are  her  supei^ 
stitions,  her  idolatry,  her  invocation  and  adoration  of  the  Blessed 
Virgin^  and  other  Saints,  her  intercessory  supplications  in  their 
names,  her  ffiving  of  the  Creator's  honour  to  the  creature.  These 
ought  to  be  kept  constantly  in  our  minds,  if  we  would  entertain  a 
right  idea  <>f  the  Bomish  Church.  These  ought  to  be  presented  to 
others,  if  we  would  impress  the  like  idea  on  their  minds. 

41.  And,  to  say  the  truth,  this  is,  to  a  certain  extent,  done  by 
the  authors  to  whom  we  are  adverting;  and  they  scruple  not  to 
avow  ^^  the  utter  contrariety  between  the  Roman  system,  as  actually 
existing,  and  our  own ;  which,  however  similar  in  certain  respects, 
are  in  others  so  at  variance,  as  to  make  any  attempts  to  reconcile 
them  together  in  their  "present  state,  perfectly  nugatory.''  "Till 
Rome  moves  towards  us,"  they  add,  "  it  is  quite  impossible  that  we 
should  move  towards  Rome ;  however  closely  we  may  approximate 
to  her  in  particular  doctrines,  principles,  or  views." "f 

42.  Yet  there  seems  to  lurk  in  their  minds  a  desire,  perhaps  I 
may  say  that  desire  is  embodied  in  the  attempt,  to  extenuate  and 
apologize  for  some  of  these  characteristics  of  Romish  worship :  as  if 
some  of  the  addresses  to  created  beings,  in  the  Breviary,  were,  and 
others  were  not,  "intrinsically  exceptionable;"  as  if  the  "confession 
before  God  Almighty,  before  the  Blessed  Mary,  ever-virgin,  the 
blessed  Michael,  Archangel,  the  blessed  John  Baptist,  the  holy 
Apostles  Peter  and  Paul,  before  all  saints,  and  you,  my  brethren, 
that  I  have  sinned  too  much  in  thought,  word,  and  deed ;"  followed 
by  the  petition,  "  Therefore,  I  beseech  thee.  Blessed  Mary,  ever- 
virgin,  the  blessed  Michael,  Archangel,  the  blessed  John  Baptist, 
the  holy  Apostles  Peter  and  Paul,  all  saints,  and  you,  my  brethren, 
to  pray  the  Lord  our  God  for  me;'*  J  as  if  this  confession,  I  say, 
and  this  petition,  were  "  not  a  simple  gratuitous  invocation  made  to 
the  Saints,  but  an  address  to  Almighty  God  in  his  heavenly  courts  as 
surrounded  by  his  saints  and  angels:"  and  as  if  any  thing  whatever 
could  be  said  toward  the  justification  of  such  an  invocation  as  the 
following:  "Holy  Mary,  succour  the  wretched,  help  the  weak- 
hearted,  comfort  the  mourners,  pray  for  the  people,  interpose  for 

•  Art.  xxir.  f  Tract,  No.  75,  p.  23.  t  No.  75,  pp.  10,  61. 

6  «  The  Reyerence  due  to  the  BlesBcd  Virgin  **  is  menttoned  in  the  BritUk  OriUo  aa 
'<  tax  especial  sabjeot  of  Protestant  profanenesa.*'  No.  S2,  p.  275.— See  Miu  Cbbbtib*8 
Dedieaoon, p.  111. Mipro.— Ed, 
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the  clergy,  intercede  for  the  devoted  females ;  let  all  feel  thy  as- 
sistance who  observe  the  holy  commemoration.  Pray  for  utB,  holy 
Mother  of  God.''* 

43.  Speaking,  however,  independently  of  these  invocationsy  it  is 
the  evident  tendency  of  the  Tracts,  in  which  the  services  coDtainin^ 
them  are  inserted,  to  raise  the  character  of  the  Romish  Church  to 
an  elevation  exceeding  that  of  our  own,  for  her  devotional  exercises. 

44.  Let  the  unbiassed  reader  examine  the  account  given  of  the 
Breviary,  whence  our  service  was  derived,  and  let  him  judge  in  the 
first  place  whether  the  Breviary,  as  it  was  practised  in  the  Catholic 
Church,  is  not  holden  up  to  admiration,  as  preferable  to  the  Engli^ 
Book  of  Common  Prayer ;  and  then  whether  the  same  Breviary,  as 
practised  still  in  the  Romish  Church,  save  only  the  addresses  to  the 
Virgin  Mary  and  other  saints,  is  not  represented  as  preferable  to 
our  Common  Prayer,  and  whether,  therefore,  as  a  general  structure, 
it  is  not  deemed  entitled  to  a  higher  praise. 

45.  Set  aside  these  objectionable  addresses,  which  are  capable  of 
easy  extermination,  and  the  Common  Prayer  Book  would  stand  in 
no  competition  with  the  exceeding  ''  excellence  and  beauty  in  the 
services  of  the  Breviary  of  the  Roman  Church,"  embodying  as  they, 
in  the  title  of  their  panegyric,  represent  it  to  embody,  ^Hhe  substance 
of  the  devotional  services  of  the  Church  Catholic^'f 

46.  Representations  such  as  these,  my  brethren,  appear  to  me  fit 
subjects  of  cautionary  reflection  concerning  the  compositions,  whereby 
they  are  conveyed  to  the  public  mind.  Nor  is  the  necessity  of 
caution  in  this  behalf  diminished,  rather,  indeed,  it  is  greatly  aug- 
mented, by  such  passages  as  I  would  now  submit  to  your  thoughts : 
the  former  of  which  asserts  a  proper  religious  feeling  to  exist  exclu- 
sivelv  at  the  present  time  in  the  Romish  Church ;  and  the  second 
exhibits  the  two  Churches  of  Rome  and  England  in  actual  contrast 
with  each  other,  greatly  to  the  advantage  of  that  of  Rome. 

47.  "  In  truth,"  says  the  former  of  the  two  passages  alluded  to,  ^  there  is  at 
this  moment  a  great  progress  of  the  religions  mind  of  our  Church  to  something 
deeper  and  truer  than  satisfied  the  last  centuxy.  .  .  .  The  age  is  moying  towards 
something;  and  most  nnhappilv  the  one  religious  communion  among  us,  which 
has  of  late  years  heen  practicaUy  in  possession  of  this  something,  is  the  Church 
of  Rome.  She  alone,  amid  all  the  errors  and  evils  of  her  practical  system,  has 
given  free  scope  to  the  feelings  of  awe,  mystery,  tenderness,  reverence,  devoted- 
ness,  and  other  feelings,  which  may  he  especially  called  Catholic.*^ 

48.  The  other  passage  enters  more  into  detail ;  and  if  the  length 
of  the  extract  shall  make  it  seem  inappropriate  for  a  quotation,  an 
apology  must  be  pleaded  by  its  importance. 

"  To  these,"  says  my  author,  speaking  of  certain  persons  peculiarly  exposed 
to  temptation,  "to  these  the  Roman  Communion,  as  at  present  seen  in  this 
countiy,  does  come  in  a  fascinating  and  imposing  form.  Sne  comes  to  us  with 
our  common  Saints,  which  modem  habits  have  led  many  wrongly  to  regard  as 
her  s  exclusively ;  with  holy  truths  and  practices,  which  in  our  recent  care- 

•  Timet,  No.  75,  pp.  63,  and  10.  f  No.  75,  p.  I. 

t  Letter  to  Dr.Jef^,  by  the  Author  of  No.  90,  p.  26. 
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lessnesB  are  too  often  disregarded  or  neglected,  or  even  spoken  against  amongst 
ourselves ;  with  unity  on  truths,  whereon  we  are  distracted,  (although,  alas ! 
upon  doctrines  and  practices  also  which  are  not  true  nor  holy) ;  with  discipline, 
-which  we  should  find  useful  for  ourselves,  and  which  has  heen  neglected  among 
us ;  with  fuUer  devotions,  works  of  practical  wisdcnn  or  of  purifi^  and  kindled 
lore  ;  a  Ritual,  which  (though  withdrawn  mostly  from  the  laity),  still  in  itself, 
at  some  holy  seasons,  sets  before  the  eyes  more  prominently  than  our  own,  our 
Saviour  in  his  life  and  death  for  his  Church,  or  which  utters  more  distinctly 
some  truths,  which  the  sins  of  the  Church  caused  to  he  more  veiled  among  our- 
selves ;  or  she  points  to  a  communion  of  saints,  in  which  we  profess  our  belief, 
but  of  which  little  is  heard  among  us,  now  that  even  the  Prayer  for  the  Church 
Militant  for  the  most  part  pmctioftlly  forms  no  part  of  our  weekly  service ;  she 
has  in  her  monastic  institutions  a  refiige  from  tne  weariness  and  vanities  of  the 
world,  and  a  means  of  higher  perfection  to  individuals,  which  many  sigh  after, 
and  which  might  be  revived  in  a  primitive  form,  but  which,  as  yet,  we  have 
not ;  in  her  small  communion  in  this  country  she  is  not  pressed  on  all  sides  by 
the  spiritiial  wants  of  her  children  as  we  are,  which  hinder,  perhaps,  from  noble 
enterprise  in  Grod's  service,  some  who  might  otherwise  have  essayed  it,  still  she 
does  erect  among  us  edifices  to  his  glory,  with  which,  notwithstanding  the 
ample  means  at  the  command  of  our  people,  we  have  but  a  little,  here  and 
there,  in  this  day  to  compare.  Above  all,  she  comes  to  us  with  her  pnnrers; 
and  some  of  her  members,  by  remembering  us  at  the  altar,and  night  and  &j  in 
the  holy  week,  have  drawn  men's  hearts  unto  them,  and  won  our  sympathy  and 
gratitude,  in  any  lawful  way  wherein  we  may  manifest  it."* 

49.  Your  reflections,  my  brethren,  will  readily  fumisli  the  coun- 
terpart of  this  picture  ;  and,  together  with  the  flattering  features  of 
the  portrait,  you  will  remember  others  of  a  very  different  cast, 
which  distinguish  the  Roman  communion  :  the  adoration  paid  to 
our  common  saints,  and  the  multitudinous  addition  of  her  own,  with 
their  meritorious  and  miraculous  actions ;  the  "  blasphemous  fables 
and  dangerous  deceits '^"f-  by  which  her  most  holy  truths  and  prac- 
tices are  desecrated  and  profaned ;  her  real  disagreements  under  the 
semblance  of  universal  union ;  her  discipline  disgraced  by  tyranny; 
her  devotioBg  sullied  by  superstition ;  her  Ritual  abounding  in  oc- 
casioDS  of  offence,  and  representing  our  Saviour^s  sacrifice  as  aided 
by  the  merits  of  her  Saints ;  her  monastic  institutions  supplied  by 
fraud,  supported  by  injustice  and  violence,  teeming  with  profligacy, 
and  too  grievous  to  be  borne ;  her  edifices  erected  professedly  to 
God^s  honour,  but  abounding  in  abominations  which  dishonour  (xod ; 
her  implacable  animosity  towards  us,  and  her  anathemas  and  exe- 
crations perpetually  poured  on  us  from  her  altars.  But  to  these 
things  I  can  barely  allude  in  passing,  and  must  be  contented  to  leave 
the  foregoing  picture  of  the  Koman  communion  drawn  by  a  favour- 
aUe  hand,  with  a  warning  that  we  be  not  thereby  deluded  to  miti- 
gate our  well-founded  disapprobation  of  Rome,  much  less  to  make 
her  the  object  of  our  admiration  and  imitation. 

IL  FMfoPar8.18— aO,and22^inChap.  XX. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  op  ExEmR. — 1842* 
II.   rtde  Par.  44,  m  Chap.  VIII.  ;  47,  in  Chap.  XXI. ;  and  68,  in  Chap.  XV. 

•  Dr.  Puiey't  Letter  to  OeArohlnthcp  ofCkmterbury,  pp.  11,  12.  t  Art  Mxi 
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MusGBAYBy  Bishop  of  Hbbbfobd. — 1842. 

[I.]  46.  Should  the  lofty  claim  of  the  Ghurch  of  Rome  to  in&I- 
libilitj  and  universal  spiritual  dominion,  or  any  other  extravagant 
and  unfounded  assumption,  have  so  far  dazzled  and  misled  any  one 
as  to  make  him  regard  her  as  the  true  Ghurch,  and  long  for  a 
reunion — ^an  exact  attention  to  the  object  and  express  words  of  the 
Articles — a  careful  study  of  the  scope  and  purpose  of  the  Homilies 
— ^a  thoughtful  and  candid  comparison  of  our  Liturgy  with  other 
very  ancient  Liturgies,  as  well  in  what  in  ours  is  omitted  as  in  what 
is  retained,  a  due  consideration  of  your  own  vows  at  ordination 
and  institution,  will  presently  convince  you  that  our  Church  enter- 
tains a  very  different  feeling — holding  that  there  is  an  irreconcileable 
contrariety  between  us,  so  long  as  under  her  presumed  infallible 
head  she  clings  to  corruptions  of  the  truth  unknown  to  Catholic 
Antiquity. 

47.  To  a  simple  and  unsophisticated  mind,  those  persons  will 
seem  to  adopt  a  strange  method  of  ^^  keeping  men  fiom  straying  in 
the  direction  of  Rome,"  ^  who  insist  on  ''  the  fulness  and  sincerity  of 
affection  which  on  Catholic  principles  we  are  bound  to  feel  for  that 
Church,'^  and  are  striving  to  put  such  an  interpretation  on  our  own 
Articles  as  may  make  them  consistent  with  the  decrees  of  the 
Tridentine  Council. 

See  also  Pan.  19,  20.  23,  24,  in  Chap.  XXIV. ;  48,  in  Chap.  YIII. ,  and  74, 

in  Chap.  I. 

[II.]  28.  Among  other  marvels  of  the  present  day  may  be  ac- 
counted the  irreverent  and  unbecoming  language  applied  to  the 
chief  promoters  of  the  Reformation  in  this  land.  If  ever  men  had 
a  Catholic  spirit  and  deserved  well  of  their  country  and  of  mankind, 
if  ever  men  in  such  circumstances  did  ffood  service  to  the  Church  of 
Christ  and  to  the  cause  of  vital  godliness,  such  were  these  men. 
And  they  ought  ever  to  be,  as  indeed  till  of  late  they  have  ever 
been,  regarded  with  grateful  respect  and  veneration. 

29.  if  they  abolished  some  practices  which  more  ima^native 
and  ardent  minds  in  our  day  would  wish  to -have  been  retained,  or 
if  they  did  not  declare  the  belief  of  some  points  necessary  to  salvar 
tion,  which  are  now  much  insisted  on,  and  may  be  indeed  in  them- 
selves venerable,  it  was  because  herein  they  adhered  closely  to  the 
New  Testament  and  to  the  very  primitive  Church ;  not  choosing  to 
assert  doctrines  which  could  not  be  manifestly  proved  by  the  one, 
nor  to  recommend  observances  which  had  not  the  clear  sanction  of 
the  latter. 

SO.  In  this  respect  they  materially  differed  from  those  who  seem 
to  pay  more  deference  and  regard  to  what,  by  a  very  comprehensive 


N>WMiN*8  LeUm'  to  Db.  Jur,  p.  99.— I 
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assnmptioD,  they  are  pleased  to  call  '*  Christian  Antiquity/^  than  to 
those  still  more  early  writings  which  are  the  source  and  fountain 
of  all  divine  and  necessary  truth,  and  the  sole  rule  of  Christian 
Faith  and  practice. 

31.  But  it  is  an  entire  mistake  to  suppose  that  now  for  the  first 
time  the  stores  of  antiquity  have  been  opened,  and  its  treasures 
brought  into  use.  For  when  Cranmer  and  his  associates  were  com- 
missioned to  "  draw  up  an  Order  of  Divine  Worship,"  they  were 
desired  to  have  '^  respect  to  the  pure  religion  of  Christ  taught  in 
the  Scriptures,  and  to  the  practice  of  the  primitive  Church.'^ 
Acting  up  to  the  letter  of  their  commission,  when  their  work  was 
finished  they  sent  it  forth,  to  use  their  own  words,  as  ^'  an  Order 
for  Prayer  and  for  the  Reading  of  the  Holy  Scriptures,  much  agree- 
able to  the  mind  and  purpose  of  the  old  Fathers.^  The  same  claim 
of  respect  for,  and  by  them  actually  paid  to,  the  primitive  Church, 
oecurs  in  at  least  three  other  passages  of  their  work,  and  is  fre- 
quently repeated  in  the  Homilies.  Nay,  more  than  this,  almost  the 
whole  of  our  Ritual  is  taken  from  the  best  ancient  Liturgies ;  even 
peculiar  phrases  may  be  traced  to  very  early  writers.  So  that  the 
compilers  cannot  be  accused  of  neglecting,  or  underrating  antiquity. 
They  had  to  guard,  and  did  guard  successfully,  against  the  abuses 
introduced  by  the  Church  of  Rome. 

32.  Yet,  while  zealous  for  the  supremacy  of  Scripture,  they  paid 
all  due  respect  to  those  who  were  the  only  witnesses  to  be  found, 
as  to  the  condition  and  practice  of  the  Church,  in  the  ages  immedi- 
ately following  the  Apostolic  age.  That  to  those  witnesses,  in  all 
the  changes  they  made,  they  paid  a  marked,  a  deferential,  an 
habitual  respect — so  far  from  overlooking  them,  is  an  historical 
&ct,  relative  to  the  framers  of  our  Liturgy,  which  the  patrons  of 
ancient  novelties  in  our  days  cannot  controvert. 

See  also  Par.  36,  in  Chap.  IX. 

78.  Yet  dreading  any  approximation  to  what  savours  of  super- 
stition and  idolatry,  by  whomsoever  recommended,  and  pledged  by 
our  solemn  vows  to  uphold  and  guard  that  Protestant  Reformed 
Church  which  the  Sovereign  on  the  throne  is  equally  bound  to 
defend  and  cherish,  we  cannot  consent  to  abandon  or  vary  our 
principles  at  the  bidding  of  any  men,  or  by  silent  connivance  to 
assist  in  extinguishing  the  light  and  life  of  that  truth  which  the 
Reformation  has  bequeathed  to  our  country  and  to  mankind. 

79.  We  would  not  "  reappropriate^'  any  of  the  peculiar  Doctrines 
of  Rome  which  were  eschewed  by  the  Keformers ;  nor  would  we, 
as  some  desire,  ^*  unprotestantize^  our  Church,  even  at  the  hazard, 
on  refusal,  of  a  mighty  defection — of  a  vast  apostacy  to  Rome— ^ 
lamentable  and  much  to  be  deprecated  as  such  an  occurrence 
would  be. 

See  abo  Par.  81,  in  Chap.  IT. 
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I.   Vide  Para.  7— 15,  in  Chap.  XI. 

21.  Again,  another  writer,  who  has  not  glossed  over  the  Papal 
corruptions,^  and  who  moreover  justly  obserYes  that  Rooie  is  worse 
now  than  formerly,  inaamnch  as  she  has  imposed  those  very  cor- 
ruptions as  terms  of  eommunion,  which  before  the  Council  of  Treat 
were  only  taught,  or  tolerated,  under  her  sanction ;  and  who  de- 
clares that  the  Pope  has  no  just  supremacy  over  the  whole  Church, 
yet  calls  his  usurpation  the  '^  ordinance  of  God.^*  Why  all  this 
tenderness  for  the  very  centre  and  core  of  corruption  ?  Why  all 
this  hankering  after  her  ritual  and  her  formularies,  even  if  tbey  caa 
be  proved  not  altoffether  anti-scriptural  and  idolatrous  ?  for  it  cannot 
be  denied  that  they  border  close  upon  the  worst  errors,  and  tend  to 
mislead  the  ignorant  into  gross  idolatry. 

22,  It  is  true,  that  in  these  Tracts  the  falsehoods  of  Pc^ry  are 
occasionally  held  up  undisguised  for  rejection,  and  even  for  ab- 
horrence. But  this,  so  far  from  being  a  justification  of  the  tone 
in  which  at  other  times  her  £Etults  are  palliated  and  her  pretensions 
respected,  rather  strikes  me  as  carrying  with  it  a  self-oondenEming 
evidence.  If  she  be  guilty  to  the  extent  described,  it  is  iaexcasaUe 
to  hold  communion  with  her,  or  to  court  her  favour. 

m.  Whatever  may  be  our  opinion  of  the  Apocalyptic  prophecies, 
as  specially  directed  against  the  Church  of  Rome,  yet  if  those 
corruptions  be  inherent  in  her,  which  they  themselves  admit,  surely 
the  ^irit  of  that  warning  voice,  "  Come  out  of  her,  my  people,  that 
ye  be  not  partakers  of  her  sins,^'f  applies  as  forcibly  to  tiem  as 
to  any  enormities  of  vice  and  cruelty  that  have  ever  prevailed  in 
any  seat  of  empire.  Can  any  man  believe  that  the  eurae  and  the 
warning  relate  only  to  the  profligacy  of  a  Babylon,  or  of  any  other 
great  and  licentious  city }  and  that  they  are  not  applicable,  even 
in  a  superior  degree,  to  a  power  practising  all  this  fraud  and 
iniquity  in  the  name  of  our  Holy  Reaeemer  ? 

24.  To  say  of  such  a  tyranny  that  it  is  ^  ordained  of  God,^  is  a 
rash  and  irreverent  speech. j  The  mere  possession  of  power,  resting 
on  no  earthly  right,  does  not  entitle  it  to  the  submission  of  men,  as 
being  the  ordinance  of  God ;  much  less  when  divine  authority  is 
claimed  without  a  shadow  of  right,  and  is  vindicated  by  corrupting 
God'*s  Word,  and  perverting  his  best  gift  to  man ;  much  less  can  it 
be  aHowed  to  a  Christian  to  throw  around  it  the  protection  of  GU>d^s 
law.  For  the  support  of  lawful  government,  we  are  taught  that 
much  evil  must  be  quietly  endured.  The  evil  is  the  work  of  the 
devil,  engrafted  upon  God's  institution.     But  when  the  ioatitution 

*  Tzact,  No.  9S,  p.  78.        t  Ber.  xTiiL  4.        4:  Sm  lVse«,  N«i  90.  p.  TIL 


B  This  writer  (Mr.  Nxwman)  has,  howeyer,  since  retnusted  much  of  whal  ho  had 
said  « in  writing  against  the  Koman  Sj«t«m«*'   See  Appendix  R^Sj>, 
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itself  18  eyily  when  it  is  eriffinaUy  and  mUirely  a  profane  assumption 
of  God's  name,  it  is  not  merely  the  abuse  of  the  power  which  we 
regard  as  the  act  of  our  spiritual  adversary,  but  the  very  claim  and 
exereim  of  it  is  not  protected  from  rebellion,  like  the  govemments 
of  this  world,  by  respect  for  God's  ordinance,  but  it  becomes  a 
sacred  duty,  as  part  of  our  allegiance  to  a  higher  power,  to  resist 
and  to  abjure  it. 

25.  There  is  undoubtedly  in  these  Tracts  an  admission  of  various 
corruptions,  sanctioned  and  enforced  by  the  Romish  Church ;  but 
they  are  commonly  introduced  as  a  kind  of  set-off  and  counterpoise 
to  the  defects  alleged  to  exist  anoong  Protestant  communions. 
When,  however,  we  examine  in  detail  the  matters  of  complaint, 
even  as  regards  Continental  Churches  less  perfect  in  their  con- 
stitution than  our  own,  how  weak  in  comparison  of  Bomish  cor- 
ruptions are  they  found  to  be  !  The  absence  of  Episcopal  Gt^vern- 
ment,  the  interruption,  lamented  often  by  themselves,  of  Episcopal 
Ordination,  the  disuse  of  ancient  Liturgies,  the  disputes  concerning 
the  form  of  administering  the  Holy  Communion,  much  more  than 
any  real  difference  as  to  its  nature — ^these  are  the  sum  and  substance 
of  defects,  which  seem  to  create  a  greater  aversion  than  all  the 
enormities,  which  it  is  needless  again  to  enumerate,  of  the  Romish 
see — its  gross  superstitions  and  idolatries,  its  creature-worship,  its 
withholding  of  the  Scriptures,  its  exaltation  of  the  power  of  the 
priest,  and  its  load  of  ceremonies,  all  contrive  to  rivet  that  power, 
and  to  hold  its  votaries  in  blind  subjection. 

26.  Still  more,  when  we  examine  their  strictures*  on  what  they 
find  wrong  or  defective  in  our  own  Church,  so  slight  are  the  points 
which  call  for  animadversion,  so  little  are  they  involved  in  our  own 
formularies,  or  even  authorized  by  them,  that  were  we  to  grant  all 
they  seem  to  desire,  we  should  come  indeed  in  outward  show  a 
little  nearer  to  the  Romish  Church ;  but  not  one  particle  of  divine 
'.mth  should  we  recover  that  is  now  lost  among  us ;  not  one  divine 
commandment  should  we  place  in  a  clearer  light,  or  impart  to  it  a 
acre  effective  obligation,  than  the  institutions  of  our  Church,  if  duly 
09served,  now  provide. 

I  say,  if  duly  observed 

See  also  Par.  20,  in  Chap.  XXV.  ;  28^  in  Chap.  VL ;  and  90,  in  Chap.  XX. 

^S.  There  is,  moreover,  in  the  Tracts  of  which  I  have  been 
gpeiking,  a  ten»  (I  can  call  it  by  no  better  name)  of  indulgence, 
and  even  of  fondness,  towards  the  Romish  Church,  as  if  something 
of  Section  or  reverence  were  due  from  us,  as  from  a  child  to  a 
pareit.  The  use  of  the  title  Holy  Mother  for  the  Church,  which 
IS  anaffected  phrase,  not  authorized  by  Scripture  or  by  primitive 
antiqiity,  had  got  such  a  hold  upon  the  world  during  the  middle 
agei^  -'bat  any  act  of  disobedience  was  regarded  9»  impious  and 
unnatural.  I  am  concerned  to  see  the  phrase  again  employed,  even 
by  tho^e  who  tender  no  allegiance  to  Rome ;  for  it  is  one  of  those 
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symptoms  which  inadTertentlj  betray  a  yestige  of  false  opinion, 
lurking  under  an  apparently  amiable  sentiment.  Let  us  pray  for 
Rome,  that  she  may  renounce  her  corruptions, — ^let  us  hold  out  the 
right  hand  of  fellowship  to  all  members  of  her  communion  who  are 
willing  to  join  us, — but  let  us  carefully  abstain  from  every  appear- 
ance of  a  disposition  to  think  lightly  of  her  sins. 

See  also  Pan.  34,  35,  in  Chup.  XX.;  40.43,  in  Chap.  XXV.;  44.49,  in  Chap.  XX. 
II.  ruie  Pan.  14,  16,  m  Chap.  XI. ;  32.  44.  and  49,  hi  Clmp.  XX. 

Blomfield,  Bishop  of  London. — 1842. 

[I.]  16.  What  real  good  is  to  be  effected  by  any  attempts  to 
make  our  Reformed  Church  appear  to  symbolize  with  that  from 
which  she  has  been  separated,  in  some  of  the  very  points  which 
formed  the  ground  of  that  separation,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  imagine. 
Desirable  as  is  the  unity  of  the  Catholic  Church,  lamentable  as 
have  been  in  some  directions  the  consequences  of  its  interruption, 
earnestly  as  we  ought  to  labour  and  pray  for  its  restoration,  we  can 
never  consent  to  reinstate  it,  by  embracing  any  one  of  the  errors 
which  we  have  renounced. 

17.  Yet  there  is  no  other  method  than  that  of  embracing  all 
those  errors,  by  which  a  reconciliation  could  be  effected  between  our 
own  Church  and  that  of  Rome,  which,  when  it  decreed  its  own  in- 
fallibility, cut  off  the  possibility  of  its  abandoning  a  single  erroneous 
opinion  which  it  has  once  formally  sanctioned.*  If,  therefore,  we 
are  to  seek  for  unity  in  a  reconciliation  with  Rome,  we  must  be 
prepared  to  traverse  the  entire  space  which  lies  between  us  and  the 
Vatican ;  for  not  a  bairn's  breadth  will  the  rulers  or  doctors  of  that 
Church  advance  to  meet  us.-f-  Read  the  recently-published  Letter 
of  Dr.  Wiseman,  on  Catholic  Unity;  and  you  will  see  that  he  stands 
at  the  door,  and  holds  it  open  for  those  amongst  us  who  profess,  aa 

*  *'  ToQch  that  (infallibility),  and  you  shake  the  whole  building  of  Popery,  eren  u> 
the  foundation ;  that  is,  the  Papacy  itself.  To  secure  that,  they  are  brought  nndar 
this  miserable  necessity,  of  holding  all  for  Catholic  faith  that  is  once  received  into  Hie 
Roman  Church.**  Bp.  Lloyd  (of  St.  Asaph),  Sermon  on  the  5th  November  ;  an  excel- 
lent manual  for  those  who  wish  to  know  what  the  religion  of  Rome  really  is.  It  bas 
been  lately  republished  by  Mr.  Brogden,  in  his  useful  Collection  of  Discourses  on  Jie 
Litursy  and  Ritual  of  the  Church. 

f  The  Church  of  Rome  "  has  displayed  so  systematic  a  policy  to  make  no  concesnon 
to  the  Reformers,  either  in  matters  of  belief,  wherein,  since  the  Council  of  Trent  she 
could  in  fact  do  nothing,  or  even  as  far  as  possible,  in  matters  of  discipline,  as  to  rfaich 
she  judf^ed,  perhaps  rightly,  that  her  authority  would  be  impaired  by  the  precedent  of 
concession,  without  any  proportionate  advantage :  so  unvarying  in  all  cases  har  been 
her  determination  to  yield  noUiing  except  through  absolute  force,  and  to  elud*  force 
itself  bv  every  subtlety,  that  it  is  astonishing  how  honest  men  on  Uie  opposie  aide 
(men,  that  is,  who  seriously  intended  to  preserve  any  portion  of  their  avowed  tenets, 
not  such  as  Montague  or  Heylin,)  could  ever  contemplate  the  possibility  of  t  recon- 
ciliation. **-^aiAim*«  Constitutional  History,  ii.  p.  99.  When  M.  Antonius  de  Mminis^ 
who  was  not  an  honest  man,  professed  his  intention  of  attempting  such  areconnliation. 
Bishop  Morton  '*  dehorted  him  :  for  the  Italians  would  never  be  persuaded  o  retract 
an  error.**-^ttAop  HaeketU  Life  qf  Archbiihop  WiUiamt,  p.  103.  His  a^scomt  of  the 
whole  matter  is  very  instructive. 
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he  says,  to  be  conscious  '^  that  reunion  with  the  Holy  See  will 
give  vigour  and  energy  to  a  languid  and  sickly  existence,  and  who 
must  be  prepared  to  go  to  the  full  extent  of  sacrifice  of  personal 
feelings,  necessary  to  accomplish  so  sacred  a  purpose.'"  He  beckons 
them  in  with  gracious  words  of  commendation,  but  not  a  step  does 
he  advance  beyond  the  threshold  to  meet  them ;  not  an  error  does 
he  promise  to  renounce  ;  not  even  a  glimmering  hope  does  he  hold 
out  of  any  reformation.  I  believe  that  his  expectations  will  be  dis- 
appointed; that  the  number  of  those  who  are  prepared  to  aposta- 
tize to  an  idolatrous  Church,  is  very  inconsiderable.  But  a  greater 
evil  than  the  apostacy  of  a  few,  or  even  of  many,  would  be  the  suc- 
cess of  any  attempt  to  establish  the  fact,  not  indeed  of  a  perfect 
identity,  but  of  something  more  than  a  sisterly  resemblance  be- 
tween the  two  Churches ;  and  to  prove,  that  a  member  of  the  An- 
glican Church  can  consistently  hold  all  the  errors  of  the  Soman, 
except  one  or  two  of  the  most  flagrant;  and  even  th&tnj  it  may  be, 
with  certain  qualifications.^ 

62.  It  is  a  subject  of  concern,  that  while  they  protest  in  cautious 
and  measured  terms  against  some  of  the  errors  of  that  Church,  they 
should  abstain  from  the  plain,  uncompromising  assertion  of  her  un- 
scriptural,  or  rather  her  anti-scriptural  character ;  and  spend  theit 
lamentations  on  their  own  National  Church,  as  sitting  apart  from 
the  mother  of  Churches,  and  in  bondage  to  the  powers  of  this  world, 
rather  than  upon  that  system  of  corruption  and  tyranny  which 
drove  her  from  communion  with  Home,  and  which  is  still  main- 
tained by  Rome  in  theory,  and,  as  far  as  circumstances  will  permit, 
in  practice  also. 

63.  Again,  it  is  matter  of  shame  and  grief  to  fM,  and  of  exultation 
to  our  adversaries,  that  while  such  men  as  Hildebrand  and  Becket^ 
are  held  up  to  admiration,*  men  who,  if  they  were  sincere,  were  yet 
the  authors  and  abettors  of  evil,  the  firebrands  of  discord,  and  the 

*  An  office  in  honoar  of  Hildebrand  (Gregory  V II.)  wm  added,  by  order  of  Bene- 
dict XIII.,  to  the  Roman  Breviary,  in  whichhe  is  praised  especially  as  "  having  with- 
stood, as  a  YiJiant  wrestler,  the  impious  efforts  of  the  Emperor  Henry ;  for  having  de- 
Sived  him  of  his  kingdom,  and  liberated  his  subjects  from  their  allegiaace.*'  This  ad- 
tion  was  objected  to  by  some  of  the  Bishops  in  France,  and  suppressed  by  an  Air^t 
of  the  Parliament  of  Paris,  in  1735. 

9  See  Note  3,  p.  145,  nipro.— Ed. 

1  **  The  only  good  Reformers  have  been  ascetics ;  Elijah,  St.  John  thb  Baptist, 
and  again,  the  lights  of  the  Church  in  the  middle  ages,  Hildebrand,  Bbckxt,  and 
INNOCBNT."— -finiiiA  Ot/io,  July,  1841,  Art  on  Jewel,  p.  15. 

'^  The  last  quotation  we  shall  inflict  upon  our  readers  concerns  a  person,  rather  than 
a  doctrine.  Hakdino  had  said,  <  It  was  a  most  gracious  gift  of  God,  that  He  gave 
this  Thomas  (a  Bbckbt)  grace  to  die  for  his  honour.'  Answer :  '  For  his  honour,  say 
you  ?  Now,  for  sliMne,  Mr.  Harding  !  .  .  .  The  very  true  cause  of  Becket^i  death  was 
bis  ambition  and  vanity,  and  ig^ful maintenance  qf  man\fe»t  toickedness  in  the  Clergy  (t  J 
(sic  in  B.  C.)  to  the  great  dishonour  of  God's  holy  name.*— />.  qfA.,  p.  295.  One  is 
hardly  restrained  from  indignation,  on  hearing  the  blessed  Saints  and  Martyrs  qf  the 
Meet  High  thus  sbmdered  by  these  teachers  qf  yesterday  r^BrUish  Ontio,  July,  1941, 
Art,  on  Jeiweli  p.  42..-£d. 


492  THB  CHUBCH  OF  BOHE :    DUTY   OF  PBOTSBllNO 

Bnbverters  of  ciyil  gorernment,  reproacli  and  censure  should  be  cast 
upon  those  holy  fathers, — to  whom,  under  Qod,  we  owe  our  deli- 
verance from  an  intolerable  joke, — Cranmer,and  Bidley,and  Jewell; 
as  though  the  occasional  errors  into  which  th^  noay  have  fallen, 
under  circumstances  of  difficulty  which  we  are  wholly  unable  to  ap- 
preciate, were  not  a  thousand  times  outweighed  by  their  services  to 
the  cause  of  God's  truth  and  of  his  Church. 

64.  I  am  far  from  approving  of  those  public  controversial  dis- 
cussions which,  by  exaggerated  statements,  sure  to  be  made  in  the 
heat  of  the  moment,  and  admitting  of  easy  refutation,  tend  to  pro- 
mote, rather  than  clieck,  the  growth  of  Popery  among  us.  Nor  do 
I  think  it  consistent  with  truth,  to  deny  that  the  Church  of  Rome 
is  a  branch,  however  corrupt,  of  the  Church  Catholic ;  or  with 
charity,  to  speak  more  strongly  in  condemnation  of  its  faults,  than 
the  sacred  interests  of  true  religion  require  ;  but  I  hold  it  to  be  still 
more  inconsistent  with  both  truth  and  charity,  to  gloss  over  its 
deadly  errors,  and  to  smooth  the  way  for  their  readmission. 

65.  Let  us  not  scruple,  to  say  of  that  Church,  not  for  her  con- 
demnation, but  in  our  own  vindication  and  defence,  and  for  a  warn- 
ing to  those  who  are  in  danger  of  being  deceived  by  her  delusive 
attractions,  that  she  is  in  a  state  of  schism,  if  not  of  apostacy ;  that 
she  has  forsaken  the  true  faith,  and  defiled  herself  with  superstition 
and  idolatry.  And  let  us  speak  all  the  more  plainly,  seeing  that 
she  again  employs,  as  her  chosen  defenders  and  emissaries,  a  society 
of  men^  bound  together  by  a  vow  to  uphold,  by  all  methods  and  at 
all  hazards,  not  Christianity,  but  Popery ;  and  who,  in  accordance 
with  that  vow,  have  framed  and  carried  out  a  system,  so  hideous 
in  its  principles,  so  mischievous  in  its  effects,  that  it  well  de- 
serves to  be  described  as  having  embodied  the  very  ''  mystery  of 
iniquity,*'* 

*  The  ArtH  el  the  PftrHanent  of  Paris,  dftied  Angnst  6,  ITVl,  cosdeiiiiied  the 
writings  of  BelUnnine,  Molina,  Suarez,  E^scobar,  and  others,  to  be  burnt  by  the  eoaok- 
mon  hangman,  ^*  eomme  s^ditieax,  destractifs  de  toute  la  morale  Chr^tienne,  enseignant 
une  doctrine  meurtriere  non-senlement  contre  la  surety  de  la  vie  des  citoyens,  mais 
m^e  contre  celle  des  personnes  sacr^es  des  rois.**  Another  Arr6t  of  March  6,  1762, 
spoke  of  the  Jesuits*  doctrines,  *'  dont  les  consequences  iroient  i^  d^ruire  la  loi  natu- 
relle,  oette  Hgle  des  mceurs  que  Dieu  mkvae  a  imprimd  dans  les  CGBurs  des  hommes,  et 
par  cons^uent  k  rompre  tous  les  liens  de  la  BtxAiU  civile,  en  authorisant  le  vol,  le  men- 
songe,  le  parjure,  Hmpurit^  la  plus  criminelle,  et  g^n^zalement  toutes  les  passions,  et 
tous  les  crimes,  par  Tenseiniement  de  la  compensation  occulte,  des  ^nivoques,  des 
restrictions  mentales,  du  pr(K>abilisme,  et  du  p^d  philosophique,  et  it  d^tmiie  tons  les 
sentimens  de  Phumanitd  parmi  les  hommes,  en  farerisant  Thomieide  et  la  parricide," 
ftc.  On  the  6th  August,  1762,  the  Parliament  proceeded  to  decree  theexpvlnon  of  the 
Jesuits,  "  comme  une  secte  d*hBpie8,  fanatiques,  de  corrapteurs;'*  and  they  subjoined 
to  the  Arrit  a  regular  chronological  chain  of  the  crimes,  confusioBS,  eormptlons,  re- 
ToHs,  and  murders,  which  that  Order  had  occasioned  in  the  countries  where  it  was 
established,  down  to  the  very  time  of  its  expulsion.  My  attention  was  directed  to  these 
remarkable  documents  many  years  ago  by  the  late  learned  and  venemble  Dean  of  Wnt- 
Chester,  Dr.  Rennell.  Yet  this  is  ^e  Order  which  was  re-established,  together  with 
the  Inquisition,  by  Pope  Pius  VII.,  whose  predecessor,  Clement  XIV..  hi^  deeeribed 
them  as  hottes  humani  generit :  and  this  is  the  Order  which  directs  tlie  education  of 
a  gi^  part  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  of  maav  of  the  sons  of  the  Roman  Catholie 
nobility  and  gentry  in  England.    For  fuller  information  reqteetiiig  the  JtmatM,  the 
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66.  The  Church  of  Bome  has  added  to  and  debased  the  Apos- 
tolical "  form  of  sound  words  ;""  has  superseded  the  Apostolical  suc- 
cession ;  has  mutilated  and  corrupted  the  Apostolical  communion. 
The  character  of  the  Ghurch  itself  is  not  altered  by  that  of  a 
few,  or  many,  of  its  individual  members,  whose  personal  graces  and 
virtues  at  once  modify  and  recommend  the  principles  which  they 
profess.  There  is  scarcely  any  error  of  Doctrine,  however  extrava- 
gant or  dangerous,  which  has  not  been  held  by  some  persons,  of 
imquestioned  piety  and  irreproachable  conduct.^  Against  such  a 
Ghurch  we  are  bound  continually  to  lift  up  the  voice  of  solemn  re- 
monstrance; and,  far  from  being  ashamed  of  the  name  of  Pro- 
testant, we  ou^t  to  shew,  that  a  sincere  and  immovable  attachment 
to  the  Catholic  Church,  in  its  constitution,  discipline,  authority, 
privileges,  and  offices,  is  perfectly  compatible  with,  or  rather  is  itself 
a  practical  act  of  protestation  against  the  errors  and  corruptions  of 
the  Papal  Church. 

67.  And  surely  the  duty  of  so  protesting  is  not  to  be  lost  sight 
of,  at  a  time  when  that  Church  is  boldly  reasserting  its  pretensions 
amongst  us,  and  affecting  to  look  for  the  speedy  return  of  our  own 
Reformed  Church  into  its  maternal  bosom.  Its  errors  are  not  less 
opposed  to  Gospel  truth  and  holiness  now,  than  they  were  at  the 
time  of  the  Reformation.  The  doctrines  and  practices  which  ren- 
dered necessary  our  separation  from  that  Church,  are  still  retained 
by  her,  unchanged,  unmitigated,  unqualified ;  nor  are  the  differences 
between  us,  in  essential  matters,  less  at  the  present  moment,  than 
they  were  in  the  times  of  Cranmer  or  of  Jewell,  of  Taylor  or  of 
Bull.  We  are  far  from  presuming  to  assert  the  absolute  perfect- 
ness  of  our  own  Church ;  but  it  is  not  in  retracing  any  of  the  steps 
by  which  she  has  receded  from  the  Church  of  Bome,  that  she  is  to 
be  made  more  perfect ;  nor  by  attempting  to  remodel  her  upon  the 
Doctrine  and  Discipline,  not  of  the  primitive  Church,  but  of  the 
Church  of  the  fourth  or  fifth  century,  infected  as  it  was  with  the 
remains  of  gnostic  superstition,  and  the  inventions  of  enthusiastic 
or  ambitious  men. 

II.   Vide  Par.  63,  supra. 

Mountain,  Bishop  op  Montreal. — 1842. 

[I.]  14.  Next,  witli  regard  to  the  danger  of  passing  the  limits  of 
truth. 

reader  may  consalt  Let  JituUn  tels  qu'ilt  <mt  iti,  or  the  CoHedio  Opuwuhrum^  Bremas, 
1768,  torn.  i.  p.  677. 


s  <<  Look  at  the  worst  heresies  that  have  ever  sprang  up  in  the  Christian  world,—.' 
have  not  their  promulgators  been  honest  and  conscientious  men  ? — ^that  is,  men  who 
said  what  they  belieyed,  and  persuaded  themselves  that  they  held  the  truth,  and  were 
bound  to  publish  it." — Pagbt's  TcAes  of  the  Village^  p.  106.  See  also  quotation  from 
Dr.  Pi7SKY*8  Tract,  97, — Individual  Holiness  no  Test  of  Religious  Truth—p.  133, 
eupra. — Ed. 
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15.  I  do  confess  that  I  have  latterly  seen  with  dismay  the  mani- 
festations of  a  tendency  in  certain  quarters  towards  errors,  against 
which,  so  long  as  God  shall  permit  the  Church  of  Borne  to  stand,  I 
trust  that  we  shall  never  cease,  although  in  all  charity  of  spirit,  to 
protett^  if  we  have  breath  to  do  it,  and  in  this  sense  to  call  onr- 
seives  Protestants,  Manifestations  of  so  unequivocal  a  character, 
that  although  the  leaders  of  the  party  in  which  they  have  appeared 
are  men,  upon  many  grounds,  amply  entitled  to  respect,*  and  their 
more  violent  and  bitter  opponents  are,  upon  many  grounds,  no  less 
open  to  reprehension,  I  have  been  almost  prompted  to  cry  out  in 
my  spirit,  Qtio,  quo  scelesti  ruiiis ! — what  is  the  point  to  which  yoa 
are  blindly  rushing  on ! — is  it  possible,  is  it  really  possible,  that  you 
are  making  even  seeming  advances  to  return  to  the  arms  of  Rome 
as  your  mother ! 

1 6.  That  such  a  tendency  is  manifested,  may  be  considered  as 
sufficiently  evinced  by  the  fact  that  the  Romanists  in  this  country 
and  elsewhere  not  only  exult  in  the  anticipations  which  they  build, 
generally,  upon  the  character  of  the  movement  in  question,  (for  this 
they  might  possibly  have  been  led  to  do  by  such  a  mere  idle  cry  of 
Popery  as  is  often  raised  to  serve  some  passing  purpose,)  but,  more 
than  this,  support  their  anticipations  by  large  and  frequent  extracts 
from  the  writings  and  correspondence,  or  notices  of  the  proceedings 
of  men  belonging  to  the  party  here  in  view.f 

17.  And  yet  all  this  mischief  has  arisen  from  urpring  to  bb-sx- 
treme^  principles  which  in  themselves  are  salutary  and  correct ;  and 
it  is  not  to  be  counteracted  by  throwing  down  the  barriers  of 
Church  principles,  and  letting  in  unawares  upon  the  Church  a  flood 
of  loose  practices  and  latitudinarian  opinions ;  on  the  contrary,  it  is 
by  this,  more  perhaps  than  by  any  other  means,  that  we  should 
strengthen  the  hands  of  Rome,  in  combating  whose  pretensions  we 
abanaon  our  special  vantage  ground,  when  we  decline  to  take  our 
proper  stand,  and  to  assert  our  distinctive  character  as  Churchmen. 
We  have  no  business  to  make  approaches  either  to  Romanism  on 
the  one  hand,  or  to  Dissent  upon  the  other. 


*  I  cannot  see,  however,  even  with  reference  to  the  leaders  themselves,  that  any 
consciousness  of  inferiority  to  these  writers,  on  our  own  part,  either  disqualifies,  or 
should  withhold  us  from  making  a  stand  aoalnst  what  we  are  satisfied,  upon  clear 
grounds,  which  we  can  clearly  state,  to  be  of  hurtful  tendency  in  their  writings. 

t  It  may  be  proper  to  attach  some  qualification  to  this  remark  ;  for  it  is  by  no  means 
intended  to  say,  generallpr,  that  in  the  exhibition  of  any  quotation,  or  the  colour  given 
to  any  circumstance,  which  can  be  turned  to  the  advantage  of  the  Romish  system  by 
its  d^enders,  it  is  to  be  taken  for  granted  that  their  inferences  or  representations  will 
be  sustained  b;^  an  examination  ef  the  context  in  the  one  ease,  or  a  reference  to  the 
details  of  fact  in  the  other. 

The  real  existence,  however,  of  that  bias  in  favour  of  Romanism  which  is  charged 
upon  the  party  here  in  question,  may  be  ascertained  by  those  who  have  no  access  to 
the  mass  of  their  publications,  without  having  recourse  to  the  vauntings  of  the  Church 
of  Rome.  ^  It  appears  very  decidedly  in  the  copious  extracts  which  are  given  from 
those  publications  in  the  recent  Charge  of  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Down  and  Connor,  and 
Dromore. 
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0*Bribn,  Bishop    of  Ossobt,  Febns,  and  Lbiohlin. — 1842. 

I.  Vide  Para.  4,  in  Chap.  XXIV. ;  and  99,  106,  111,  112,  note  ;  120l.122.  140— 

148.  153,  164,  in  Chap.  IV. 

II.  Vide  Pan.  92,  99, 100,  111,  114>-117. 127—129.  160,  168^161,  in  Chap,  IV. 

Bagot,  Bishop  of  Oxford. — 1842. 

J '1.1  43.  If,  with  me,  you  believe  that  there  is  an  almost  incal- 
able  amount  of  error  and  superstition  in  the  Church  of  Rome ; ' 
— if,  with  me,  you  believe  that  she  has  not  altered  one  jot  or  tittle 
of  her  ancient  character ; — ^if,  with  me,  you  believe  her  to  be  still 
as  subtle,  as  dangerous,  and  as  false  as  she  has  ever  been,  as  shame- 
less a  perverter  of  the  truth,  and  as  cruel  a  persecutor ; — if,  with 
me,  you  feel  that  any  attempt  at  union  with  her,  while  she  is  what 
she  is,  is  to  be  deprecated  utterly,  and  that  all  concession  must 
come  from  her,  not  from  us ; — if,  with  me,  you  have  (because  yon 
know  her  real  character)  a  deep  and  increasing  dread  of  her  work- 
ings and  artifices ; — if,  with  me,  you  look  on  her  as  schismatical 
and  anti-Christian; — if,  with  me,  you  feel  that  our  own  Church  is 
pure  in  Doctrine,  Apostolic  in  her  Ministry,  and  that,  if  a  man  will 
live  as  her  Prayer-Book  would  have  him  live,  he  will  not  miss  of 
his  salvation ;  you  will  be  more  than  ever  zealous  to  keep  those 
who  have  been  baptized  among  us  within  our  pale,  and  you  will 
leave  nothing  undone,  which  the  sense  of  your  tremendous  respon- 
sibilities, which  your  feelings  of  devotedness  and  aiFection  can 
suggest,  towards  preserving  those  of  your  flocks  who  are  most  ex- 
posed to  them,  from  the  perils  of  these  dangerous  days. 
See  also  Pan.  36  and  41,  in  Chap.  XXV. 

[II.]  32.  And  here  I  must  further  observe,  that  there  has  ap- 
peared to  me  a  lamentable  want  of  judgment,  and  I  cannot  but 
say  of  charity  and  humility  too,  in  the  writings  of  some  who 
of  late  have  come  forward  as  the  advocates  of  Catholic  principles. 
When  a  man  anathematizes  Protestantism,^  he  may  very  possibly 

^  See  a  different  picture  drawn  by  Mr.  Paobt,  his  Lordship'a  Chanlain,  note  6, 
p.  482,  supra.  Mr.  Paget  asserts,  m  another  of  his  Tractarian  Novels,  that  <*  the 
aeoession  and  reign  of  Queen  Mary  were  great  and  positive  advantages  to  the  Church 

of  England"! MUford  Malvoisin,  p.  69.  What  would  thejr  have  been  to  Mr.  PagbtIb 

patron  had  he  lived  in  those  days,  and  borne  the  above  &thful  and  uncompromising 
a  testimony  against  the  Church  of  Rome !  — Ed. 

^  '*  In  conclusion,  I  once  more  publicly  profess  myself  a  Catholic,  and  a  member  of 
a  Catholic  Church,  and  say  Anathbma  to  the  principle  op  Protestantism,  (which 
I  regard  as  identical  with  the  principle  of  Dissent,)  and  to  all  its  forms,  sects,  and  deno- 
tninaiUms,  especially  to  those  of  the  Lutherans  and  Calvinists,  and  British  and  Ame^ 
rican  Dissenters,  Likewise  to  all  persons,  who  knowingly  and  willingly,  and  under- 
standing  what  they  do,  shall  assert,  either  for  themselves  or  for  the  Church  of  England, 
the  Principle  op  Protestantism,  or  maintain  the  Church  of  England  to  have  one 
and  the  same  common  religion  with  any  or  all  qf  the  various  forms  and  seels  of  Pro- 
iestantism,  or  shall  communicate  themselves  in  the  Temples  of  Protestant  sects,  or 
give  the  communion  to  tiieir  members,  or  go  about  to  establish  any  intercommunion 
between  our  Church  and  them,  otherwise  than  by  bringing  them,  in  the  first  instance. 
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mean  nothing  more  than  thai  he  refers  Dissentera  to  the  judgment 
of  Gh>cl, — ^no  doubt  it  was  so  in  the  case  to  which  I  allude, — ^but  not 
one  man  in  a  thousand  will  understand  this ;  to  the  world,  who  re- 
ceive words  in  their  common  acceptation,  he  will  seem  to  be  in- 
voking judgments  on  whatever  is  not  Popish.  And  I  do  say,  that 
men  ought  to  pause  and  consider  what  they  are  about,  before  they 
use  language  which  is  sure  to  be  misinterpreted.  Beally,  the  reck- 
lessness to  the  mischiefs  which  arise  from  expressions  of  this  de- 
scription, is  quite  inexcusable. 

35.  Again,  I  most  strongly  deprecate  the  tone  which  some,  mis- 
taking their  position  and  their  duties,  have  thought  fit  to  adopt 
with  respect  to  the  Reformation  and  the  Reformers.^  No  doubt 
that  in  some,  and  these  not  unimportant  respects,  as  in  the  loss  of 
Church  discipline,  we  suffered  by  that  great  convulsion.  There 
was  much  fearful  crime,  much  iniquitous  sacrilege,  much  done  that 
had  been  better  left  undone.  So  likewise  the  Reformers  were  but 
frail,  fallible  men,  compassed  about  with  many  infirmities,  sometimes 
halting  (how  could  it  be  otherwise!)  between  two  opinions,  and 
sometimes  of  course  erring  in  judgment.     Still  we  are  their  debtors 


to  reoounoe  iheir  enron,  and  promiuse  a  true  obedience  for  the  future  to  the  entire  faith 
and  diBcipline  of  the  Catholic  and  Apostolical  Epiacopate, — to  ail  ntchy  I  b^  Ana- 
THBMA.*^— Zetter  to  the  Rev.  C,  P,  GdighOy^  4^.,  from  William  Palmer,  M.A^  Fbllow 
AND  Tutor  of  SL  Mary  MagdaleM  OoUegey  Oaford^  and  Dsaoon  in  thi  Anglican 
Church,  page  12,  W 

Compare  with  the  above,  the  Charges  of  the  Archbishop  op  Cantbrbuhv^  1840, 
par.  1,  p.  334,  and  2,  p.  473 ;  also.  Charges  of  the  Bishops  of  Oxford,  1838,  par.  9, 
m  Chap.  XXIII. ;  Exbtbr,  1839,  par.  47,  in  Chap.  XX. ;  Winchestbr,  1841,  par.  3, 
p.  361,  tupra^  &c.-*Ed. 

'  Professor  Garbbtt,  with  no  less  eloqueooe  than  truth,  thus  describes  the  treat- 
mcDt  which  the  Reformers  and  the  Refonnation  have  experienced  at  tiie  hands  of  the 
Txaetarians. 

*'  One  thine  is  quite  evident,  that  from  whatever  cause  it  may  have  originated,  not 
onljT  is  the  ultmiate  development  of  the  system  praetwdly  Romamat,  but  at  an  early 
period,  ika  dandwg  poitU  of  tka  wrii$r$ — the  view  which  they  took  of  every  thing — ^was 
essentially  Romanist  likewise.  From  hence  arose  that  feeling — without  an  example  in 
the  Church  of  England,  even  in  her  most  Romanizing  theologians— of  intense  hatred 
to  the  very  name  of  the  Reformation,  and  a  systematic  depreciation  of  the  Reformers 
by  every  weapon  which  controversy  can  supply ;  from  sarcastic  insinnatioDy  to  the  most 
injurious  assertion  ;  eveiy  thins  that  couM  debase  Aeir  motives  in  the  eyes  of  men, 
and  strip  them  of  that  prescriptive  veneration  which  made  their  memories  a  sacred 
thing  to  the  Church  and  to  the  nation.  Hence  comes  thaty  which  is  a  very  remax^aUe 
chancteristic  of  works  so  distinguished  for  intellect  and  extensive  learning— an  abeenee 
of  any  thing  like  an  extended  knowledge,  in  their  totality,  of  the  principles  of  the  great 
men  whom  they  have  attempted  to  degrade ;  or,  of  those  works  into  wnich  they  have 
poured  their  hearts  and  mighty  minds,  for  the  permanent  instruction  of  the  Church. 
There  is  not  unfrequently  a  perversion  of  their  Doctrines,  and  misrepresentajrion  of 
their  views  ;  and,  as  they,  whose  moral  greatness  and  exertions  for  God^  truth,  had 
made  them  the  deliverers  of  mankind  from  an  insupportable  tyranny,  are  thus  held  np, 
as  Bchismatical  disturbers  of  the  Church ;  so  their  writings  are,  of  course,  heretical 
perversions  of  the  Gospel.  All  is  partial,  all  is  one-sided  in  this;  no  eomprehenaiveness 
of  view,  no  candour,  no  real  discussion  of  great  questions ;  but  a  getting  np,  from  the 
right  hand  and  the  left,  of  every  thing  that  could  minister  support  to  foregone  con- 
clusions."— Garbbtt^b  Bampton  Ledunsy  1842.     Lect.  vili.  p.  482 En. 


OF  THE  VSBT  NAME  BY  THE  TBACTARIANS.  497 

to  an  incalculable  amount :  and  if,  perhaps,  we  have  lost  some  little 
through  them,  or  rather  in  spite  of  their  wishes  to  the  contrary,  we 
have  lost  far  less  than  our  sins  deserved :  we  have  even  now, 
through  their  instrumentality,  more  blessings  within  our  reach  than 
we  care  to  avail  ourselves  of;  and  if,  I  must  say  it  once  more,  if 
we  were  not  deficient  in  humility,  we  should  be  so  grateful  for 
what  we  have,  that  we  might  almost,  perhaps,  begin  to  hope,  that 
in  His  good  time  God  would  make  up  to  us  what  hitherto  we  have 
been  without. 

See  also  Pat.  36,  in  Chap.  XXV. 

Dbnison,  Bishop  of  Salisbury. — 1842. 

g.]  7.  It  would  have  been  well  if  the  evil  had  thus  been  alto- 
^  er  repressed  ;  but  I  lament  to  say  that  the  pages  of  another 
periodical  have  continued  to  teem  with  matter  justly  open  to  the 
most  grave  objections,  both  in  point  of  sentiment  and  language,  and 
tending  grievously  to  unsettle  the  minda  of  the  members  of  our 
Church.  It  is  due  to  the  distinguished  individuals  whose  names 
have  been  most  prominently  brought  forward  in  reference  to  these 
discussions,  to  say  that  it  is  understood  that  they  are  not  at  all  re- 
sponsible for  the  periodical  in  question,  with  which  they  have  not 
any  connexion.^  But  it  much  behoves  those  who  are  concerned  in 
it,  to  consider  carefully  how  far  various  articles  which  have  even  of 
late  appeared  in  its  pages,  are  such  as  ought  to  proceed  from  parties 
who  owe  allegiance  to  the  Church  of  England,  and  are  bound  by 
her  protests  against  the  errors  of  Rome. 

8.  It  savours  of  arrogance  for  men  to  presume  to  place  themselves 
in  a  position  extraneous  to  the  Church  to  which  they  belong ;  and 
fixing  their  critic^s  chair  in  the  wide  regions  of  Catholicism,  from  it, 
boldly  and  irreverently,  to  examine,  to  question,  and  to  censure,  if 
they  do  not  finally  condemn,  that  Church  to  which  they  owe,  and 
in  general  terms  profess  to  pay,  loving  obedience  and  filial  respect. 
Who  shall  be  surprised  if  teaching,  conceived  in  such  a  spirit,  has 
in  some  minds  a  dificrent  efiect  from  that  which  I  am  bound  to 
believe  its  authors  would  desire ;  and  that  the  Communion  of  the 
Church  of  England  should  be  quitted  for  that  of  Bome,  by  men  who 
have  been  accustomed  to  hear  whatever  imperfections  there  may  be 
in  the  one  industriously  searched  out  and  invidiously  magnified,  and 


1^  It  is  weU  known  that  the  BrUisk  Critic  was,  at  the  time  of  the  delirery  of  his  Lord- 
ship^B  Charge,  under  the  immediate  superintendence  of  Mr.  Nbwman*s  brother-in-law^ 
the  Rbvbrbnd  Thomas  Mozlby,  Ute  Fellow  of  Oriel  College.  Mr.  Palmbr,  (of 
Worcester  College,)  in  his  Narrative  of  Events,  published  in  1843,  asserts  that  it  had 
then,  '*  for  two  years,  been  under  the  influence  of  those  who  are  uncertatH  in  their  alla- 
ffianee  to  the  Church  of  Enffland,  (aie)  and  who  cannot  be  considered  as  friendly  to  her,** 
p.  50.  And  even  previous  to  the  publication  of  Tract  00,  in  1841,  he  admits  that 
**  there  was  certainly  much  occasionally  in  the  pages  of  the  BriHah  Critic  which  seemed 
constrained  and  fanciful ;  much  which  savoured  of  sympathy  with  Romci  or  of  a  spirit 
of  diseontent  with  the  English  Church,"  p.  31 — En. 

2k 
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to  have  the  other  presented  to  them  with  all  its  deformities  ooik 
cealed,  and  with  whatever  of  good  there  may  be  in  it  carefully 
brought  forward  and  placed  in  the  most  attractive  light ! 

9.  I  can  make  much  allowance  for  any  occasional  intemperance 
of  expression  in  parties  who  certainly  have  been  attacked  in  no 
measured  terms.  I  am  aware  that  it  appears  to  some  persons  al- 
lowable to  state  opinions  in  an  extrayagant  excess,  in  order  to 
arrest  attention,  and  in  the  hope  that  thus  some  portion  at  least  of 
their  views  may  be  received.  But,  taking  into  account  all  that 
may  be  said  of  this  kind,  and  giving  all  due  weight  to  it  as  regards 
the  character  of  the  writers,  I  cannot  therefore  alter  the  opinion  I 
feel  it  my  duty  to  express  as  to  the  language  itself. 

*«*  ThefoUomng  extracts  are  taken  from  ihe  Sermon  alluded  to 
hy  the  Bishop  of  Salisbury  in  his  Charge  of  1842,  Par.  2,  p.  11, 
supra. — Ed. 

Our  minds  are  naturally  led  to  advert  to  that  disunion  by  which 
we  are  separated  from  the  great  body  of  the  Western  Church 
which  remains  in  obedience  to  the  see  of  Rome.  No  doubt  we 
deeply  lament — we  ought  to  do  so — our  separation  from  that  portion 
of  the  Ohurch,  our  union  with  which,  in  a  happier  state,  would  be 
the  most  intimate — a  Church  through  whom  mainly,  though  not 
exclusively,  we  received  the  inheritance  of  the  Faith ;  and  from 
whom,  were  she  reformed,  we  would  not  withhold  that  due  respect 
and  honour  which  was  paid  to  her,  if  not  in  primitive  antiquity,  at 
least  in  ancient  days. 

But  we  cannot  be  at  one  with  Borne  while  the  claims  of  Borne 
remain  as  they  now  are, — while  she  is  not  satisfied  with  priority  of 
place,  but  arrogates  dominion  over  our  conscience ;  as  long  as  she 
imposes  articles  of  Faith  which  can  neither  be  read  in  Scripture 
nor  proved  thereby,  and  exacts  terms  of  communion  which  we  are 
conscientiously  bound  to  reftise — while  she  asserts  an  infallibility, 
which  refuses  to  be  judged  by  antiquity,  and  makes  the  appeal  to 
the  Word  of  Gtod  itself  of  no  avail,  while  she  insists  upon  Doctrines 
and  practices  grounded  upon  no  warranty  of  Scripture,  but  rather 
repugnant  to  the  Word  of  Ood.  So  long  it  cannot  be  that  the  wall 
of  separation  between  us  should  be  taken  down,  or  that  peace 
should  be  established,  since  such  a  peace  must  needs  be  made  at  the 
expense  of  truth.  Under  these  circumstances,  to  dwell  continually 
on  the  blessings  of  such  a  union,  which  are,  indeed,  unattainable — 
to  paint  in  the  fairest  colours  whatever  there  may  be  of  good  in  the 
Church  of  Borne,  and  to  varnish  over  its  deformities — to  copy  its 
language,  and  to  seek  out  and  adopt  the  devotional  services  in  use 
amongst  its  members — to  bring  forward  prominently  the  points  of 
agreement  between  it  and  our  Church,  and  to  keep  in  the  back- 
ground the  differences  which  prevent,  and  must  continue  to  prevent, 
any  junction  between  ns — does  but  serve  to  excite  a  vain  longing 
for  that  which  is  impossible,  and  to  unsettle,  for  no  good  purpose^ 
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YOQOff  and  inexperienced  and  eager  minds.  But  if  language  of  this 
kind  be  further  carried  on,  not  only  to  mitigate  and  explain  away 
the  errors  and  vices  of  the  Bomish  system,  but  in  the  very  points  of 
difference  between  us  to  insinuate  that  the  fault  is  rather  with  our- 
selves— to  speak  of  the  Reformation  in  an  invidious  and  injurious 
manner,  and  to  charge  it  with  having  produced  worse  evils  than 
any  which  it  removed — to  impugn  the  Doctrines  of  the  Protestant 
Communions  as  a  whole,  and  studiously  to  identify  our  own  position 
with  that  of  Rome  in  opposition  to  these — to  speak  slightingly  of 
our  Articles,  and  to  imply  that  the  Liturgy  alone  can  have  any 
claim  to  the  character  of  Catholic, — and,  even  in  contemplating 
the  question  of  individual  separation  from  our  own  Church  in  order 
to  a  union  with  the  Church  of  Rome,  to  speak  of  such  an  act  with 
very  slight  and  qualified  censure,  what  is  this  but  to  hold  language 
which,  in  the  mouth  of  any  member  of  our  own  Church,  is  most 
strange,  and  unseemly,  and  undutiful  t  What  is  it  but  to  make  the 
very  subject  of  Unity,  and  the  professed  desire  of  attaining  there- 
unto, a  cause  of  multiplied  divisions  in  our  own  Church,  and  to 
diminish  the  probability  of  any  termination  to  this  schism,  however 
remote,  by  encouraging  vain  expectations  on  the  part  of  Rome  that 
we  could  ever  submit  to  her  pretensions,  or  come  to  any  agreement 
on  such  terms  as  she  is  disposed  to  dictate! — The  Unity  of  the 
Church  the  Conversion  of  the  World.  A  Sermon  preached  at  St. 
Paul's  Cathedral,  May  27,  1842,  pp.  23—25. 

II.  Vide  svpra.  Also  Par.  13,  is  Chap.  III. ;  Par.  10,  in  Chap.  VI. ;  and  Par.  9  of  hia 
LordahiplB  Ordination  Charge  in  Chap.  VlII. 

Pearson,  Dean  of  Salisbury. — 1842. 

[I.]  50.  Far  be  from  me,  and  from  you,  my  Reverend  Brethren, 
the  sentiment  and  the  wish  which  have  of  late  years  been  so  fre- 
quently and  so  unhesitatingly  expressed,  that  a  Church  so  primitive 
and  so  pure  as  our  own  should  undergo  a  second  Reformation ;  and 
that  this  should  be  in  the  direction,  nominally  of  Catholic  antiquity, 
but  really  and  substantially  in  that  of  Rome — for  that  "she  alone,^ 
as  it  has  been  said,  "  amid  all  the  errors  and  evils  of  her  practical 
system,  has  given  free  scope  to  the  feelings  of  awe,  mystery,  ten- 
derness, reverence,  devotedness,  and  other  feelings  which  may  be 
especially  called  Catholic '" — ^for  which,  it  would  seem,  the  Church 
of  England  has  made  no  provision  in  behalf  of  her  enslaved  and  im- 
poverished children — ^and  that  to  meet  this  newly-awakened,  but 
ill-directed  and  ill-reeulated  taste  and  desire,  towards  which  the 
age  is  said  to  be  moving,  we  must  have  recourse,  not  to  our  own 
scriptural  and  devotional  treasures,  but  to  the  unscriptural  mysteries 
of  her  superstitious  Ritual,  to  the  legends  of  her  Saints  and  Martyrs, 
and  to  the  meditations  of  her  devotees  and  recluses.^ 


6  See  the  extracts  from  the  Lipb  op  St.  Ambrosb,  published  by  Albom^ «/.  CkrittiB^ 
M.A.p  of  Oriel  CoUege.     Note  5,  pp.  1 10—1 12,  supra — Ed. 

2  K  2 
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51 .  No,  my  brethren,  mnch  as  there  may  be  of  tmth  and  piety 
in  all  these  things,  when  separated  and  distinguished  by  ^Hhe  spirit 
of  a  sound  mind ""  from  what  is  erroneous  and  impure,  eyery  step 
which  is  taken  in  this  backward  path  is  a  step  uncalled  for  by  our 
spiritual  necessities,  inconsistent  with  our  professed  principles,  un- 
sanctioned by  our  ecclesiastical  rulers,  and  fraught  with  manifold 
and  fatal  dangers.  It  is  a  step  towards  that  "mystery  of  iniquity^ 
which  began  very  early  to  disclose  its  baneful  tendencies,  which,  as 
the  Apostle  speaks,  ^^  bath  a  show  of  wisdom  in  will-wordiip,  and 
humility,  and  neglecting  of  the  body,^  but  is  really  "after  the  tra- 
dition of  men,  after  the  rudiments  of  the  world,  and  not  after 
Christ." 

52.  We  need  not,  and  we  ought  not,  thus  to  retrograde— to  revert 
to  such  turbid  and  unwholesome  streams,  while  we  can  drink  of 
that  "  river  which  makes  glad  the  city  of  God,"  and  "  with  Joy,** 
unmingled  and  unrestricted,  "  draw  water  out  of  the  wells  of  sal- 
vation." "  Whatsoever  things  were  written  aforetime,'*  says  St. 
Paul,  "  were  written  for  our  learning;  that  we,  through  patience  and 
comfort  of  THE  SCRIPTURES,  might  have  hope.''  While,  there- 
fore, we  have  access  to  the  inspired  wisdom,  the  Divine  principles 
and  precepts,  and  the  inestimable  promises  of  the  Law  and  the 
Prophets,  of  the  Evangelists  and  Apostles,  we  need  not  wish  for 
more — nay,  while  we  possess  the  invaluable  writings  of  our  own 
learned  and  pious  Reformers  and  Divines,  of  Ridley  and  Jewel,  of 
Hooker  and  Andrews,  of  Hall,  and  Usher,  and  Leighton,  and  of  a 
host  of  others,  who  have  adorned  and  defended  our  Church,  we 
ought  to  be  contented  and  thankful.  We  need  not,  surely,  wish 
to  reappropriate  what  they  disapproved  and  rejected,  or  to  be 
more  spiritual,  more  reverential,  more  devoted,  or  more  Catholic 
than  they. 

53.  Upon  these  principles,  but  upon  no  others,  can  we  be  au- 
thorized to  expect,  or  to  desire,  communion  either  with  the  Eastern 
or  the  Western  Church ;  and  upon  the  same  scriptural  and  holy 
basis  we  may  and  ought  to  cherish  friendly  relations  with  the  sister 
Churches  of  the  Reformation,  and  to  maintain  with  them  that  in- 
tercourse by  which  we  may  preserve,  if,  by  God's  blessing,  it  may 
not  ultimately  lead  to  something  more,  "  the  unity  of  the  Spirit  in 
the  bond  of  peace." 

II.  Vide  mptn.     Also  Pare.  17-51,  in  Chap.  VIII.;  47,  48, 49,  in  Chap.  XXV. ; 
and  56,  in  Chap.  XXVI. 

Thirl  WALL,  Bishop  of  St.  David's. — 1842. 

[I.  II.]  58.  Before  I  conclude,  I  must  still  advert  to  another 
feature  in  the  controversy,  which  has  contributed  more  than  any 
other  to  give  it  that  air  of  novelty  which  t  have  already  noticed. 
All  the  propositions  maintained  by  the  writers  of  the  modern  school 
put  together,  have  probably  produced  much  less  effect  on  the  mind 
of  the  public,  than  the  language  in  which  some  of  them  have  spoken 
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of  the  Ohurch  of  Rome  on  the  one  hand,  and  of  our  Beformers  on 
the  other. 

59.  That  Divines  of  our  Communion  should  speak  of  the  Roman 
Church  in  terms  not  merely  of  indulgence,  but  of  reverence,  of 
tenderness,  of  affection,  while  they  spoke  harshly,  and  disparagingly, 
not  to  say  bitterly  and  contemptuously,  of  the  Reformers,  the  Re- 
formation, and  Protestantism,  vras  not  only  startling  and  offensive, 
but  raised  a  suspicion,  that  where  so  much  was  said  in  spite  of 

Eublic  opinion,  and  against  the  spirit  of  the  times,  still  more  might 
e  meant,  and  only  reserved  for  a  more  favourable  juncture.  And 
this  suspicion  was  of  course  greatly  strengthened  by  expressions 
which  fell  from  the  same  quarter,  and  which  seemed  to  intimate  a 
secret  design  of  effecting  some  change  of  undefined  extent  in  the 
character  of  our  Church. 

60.  Now  such  language,  taken  by  itself,  however  unseemly,  in- 
temperate, uncharitable,  and  unjust,  would  not,  as  I  have  repeatedly 
observed,  come  within  the  scope  of  my  present  remarks.  It  is  only 
because  it  has  been  represented  as  an  alarming  indication,  and  has 
excited  apprehensions  of  danger,  that  I  am  now  induced  to  notice 
it.  And  there  are  several  considerations  which  lead  me  to  think, 
that  in  this  point  of  view  its  importance  has  been  greatly  exag- 
gerated. 

61.  It  would,  perhaps,  be  sufficient  to  say,  not  only  ought  large 
allowance  to  be  made  for  expressions  dropped  in  the  warmth  of 
controversial  discussion,  but  it  is  not  during  the  course  of  a  con- 
troversy that  the  parties  usually  bestow  their  attention  impartially 
on  the  opposite  sides  of  a  question,  or  are  careful  to  balance  their 
own  judgments  on  men  and  things  with  those  of  their  opponents,  or 
to  accompany  their  statements  with  all  the  modifications  and  sup- 
plements which  may  be  necessary  for  a  complete  view  of  the  subject. 
They  are  occupied  with  one  aspect  or  portion  of  the  truth,  and  may 
seem  to  forget  that  there  is  any  other :  they  bring  it  prominently 
forward,  and  appear  to  depress  all  that  they  leave  untouched ;  they 
omit  what  does  not  concern  their  immediate  object,  and  are  thought 
to  exclude  it.  A  person  who  is  absorbed  in  the  contemplation  of 
some  particular  merit  or  defect  of  a  system,  will  be  apt  to  use  ge- 
neral terms  or  illustrations,  which  would  be  improper  and  extra- 
yagant  if  applied  to  the  whole ;  as,  if  he  conceived  that  our  Church 
was  suffenng  deeply  from  the  restraint  laid  upon  her  general 
assemblies,  he  might  be  tempted  to  speak  of  her  condition  as  a 
degrading  bondage,  though  he  would  be  the  last  to  approve  of  such 
language  as  a  general  description  of  her  case.  I  think  there  is  not 
only  room  to  hope,  but  reason  to  believe,  that  this  will  prove  to  be 
the  true  account  of  much  that  has  caused  general  disquietude  in  the 
polemical  theology  of  our  day. 

62.  But  there  are  some  other  points  which  ought  not  to  be  over- 
looked, when  we  are  estimating  the  importance  which  is  to  be 
attached  to  the  expressions  of  favourable  feeling  which  have  lately 
been  used  by  members  of  our  Communion  with  regard  to  the  Church 
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of  Borne.     It  ought  not  to  be  forgotten,  that  a  general  change  has 
taken  place  in  the  common  tone  of  sentiment  on  this  subject ;   and 
that  modes  of  speaking  about  it  have  become  familiar  to  us,  which 
would  not  have  been  tolerated  while  the  struggle  of  the  Beformation 
was  yet  recent.     The  opinion  hj  which  Hooker  offended  so  many 
of  his  contemporaries,  that  ^'Ood  was  merciful  to  save  thousands  of 
our  fathers  living  in  popish  superstitions,  inasmuch  as  they  sinned 
ignorantly,*^  would  not  now  be  thought  by  many  a  great  stretch  of 
liberality.    It  has  not  been  without  its  effect,  that  so  veiy  many  of 
our  countrymen  have  been  used  to  look  at  the  externals  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  worship  with  feelings  like  those  with  which  an 
intelligent  lover  of  the  fine  arts  views  the  beautiful  remains  of  Pagan 
antiquity.    But  there  is  another  state  of  mind,  widely  differing  from 
this,  and  equally  removed  from  antiquarian  enthusiasm,  and  from 
religious  indifference,  but  which  nevertheless  may  manifest  itself  in 
a  somewhat  similar  result.     It  has  been  described  by  a  writer  of 
the  school  which  is  charged  with  a  tendency  to  Bomanism,  in  the 
remark, — ^^  We  are  in  no  danger  of  becoming  Romanists,^  and  may 
bear  to  be  dispassionate  and  (I  may  say)  philosophical  in  our  treat- 
ment of  their  errors.**^*     On  the  same  principle,  persons  who  have 
not  only  condemned,  but  have  laboriously  exposed  the  errors,  cor- 
ruptions, and  reigning  spirit  of  the  Church  of  Bome,  might  not 
unnaturally  think  themselves  the  more  at  liberty  to  give  utterance 
not  only  to  their  general  feelings  of  charity  towards  her,  but  like- 
wise to  all  those  which  might  be  excited  by  the  fairer  sides  of  her 
past  history  and  her  present  condition,  and  more  especially  by  the 
works  of  many  of  her  great  writers. 

63.  This,  however,  will  not,  I  am  aware,  serve  at  all  to  defend  or 
account  for  the  language  which  has  been  applied  to  the  Reformers, 
the  Reformation,  and  Protestantism,  and  which  has  given,  in  many 
cases,  I  think,  very  just  offence.  But  I  also  think  that  a  very 
unfair  use  has  often  been  made  of  this  language  for  the  purposes  of 
controversy.  Persons  who  have  spoken  moderately  themselves, 
have  been  made ,  answerable,  by  a  harsh  construction,  for  the  ex- 
pressions used  by  their  friends,  and  then  conclusions  have  been 
drawn  from  these  expressions  which  they  do  not  warrant.  And  it 
has  happened  that  some  of  those  which  are  in  themselves  most  cen- 
surable, have  nevertheless  been  most  abused,  and  afford  the  least 
ground  of  alarm. 

64.  I  fiilly  sympathize  with  the  indignation  which  has  been 
roused  by  the  arbitrary  misuse  of  the  word  Protestantism,  by  which 

•  Tracts  for  the  Timce,  No.  79>  p.  3. 


'  The  Tract  on  Purgatory,  from  the  Introdaction  to  which  the  Bishop  op  St. 
Davids  quotes  this  assertion,  was  published  in  1837,  when  tiie  difficulty  of  ^keeping 
members  of  our  Church  from  straggling  in  the  direction  of  Rome  **  was  not  so  urgent 
as  it  subsequently  became.  The  Tract  itself,  however,  though  arowedly  **agamd 
Romanism,^^  gave  no  ''uncertain  sound,**  and,  in  the  opinions  of  many  of  its  readers^ 
indicated  but  too  plainly  the  direction  of  the  moyement.  An  extract  from  it  wiU  be 
found  in  note  1>  p.  383^  mipra.^E  d 
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its  meaning  has  been  limited  to  a  mere  negation  of  every  thing  that 
men  on  both  sides  profess  to  revere.  But  still  it  seems  evident,  that 
those  who  so  misuse  the  word  can  only  be  understood  according  to 
the  sense  which  they  themselves,  however  unwarrantably,  attach  to 
it :  and  that  their  meaning  is  perverted,  if  what  they  say  of  Pro- 
testantism is  applied  to  what  others,  in  a  very  different  sense,  call 
the  Protestant  fieligion. 

65.  It  cannot,  indeed,  be  denied,  that  expressions  have  been  de- 
liberately used  which  clearly  imply  a  certain  degree  of  dissatisfaction 
with  the  present  state  of  the  Church,  a  certain  desire  of  change,  a 
certain  regret  mingled  with  disapprobation  at  the  course  pursued 
by  some  of  our  Reformers,  and  especially  at  the  extent  to  which 
they  were  swayed  by  foreign  influence.  But  I  have  yet  to  learn 
that  such  views  and  feelings  are  inconsistent  with  the  obligations  of 
a  Minister  of  our  Church,  or  with  a  sincere  attachment  to  her.^  I 
know  of  no  authority  that  is  entitled  to  prescribe  to  any  of  us  the 
opinions  which  he  must  hold  on  the  history  of  the  Church,  or  the 
lessons  which  he  must  gather  from  it :  and  I  have  no  wish  to  see 
such  an  anthority  established,  whether  it  is  to  be  administered  by 
a  few  or  by  the  many.  Rather,  I  would  say,  we  cannot  be  too 
cautious  of  every  approach  towards  such  an  odious  and  pernicious 
species  of  spiritual  tyranny.  If  any  one  is  convinced  that  the  Re^ 
formation  has  left  nothing  to  desire,  and  that  it  has  taken  away 
nothing  that  we  ought  to  regret,  he  may  well  be  content  with  the 
pleasure  of  such  a  belief,  without  seeking  to  force  it  upon  others  as 
a  duty. 

66.  I  would  only  observe,  that  a  contrary  persuasion,  is  at  all 
events,  nothing  peculiar  to  any  party  in  the  present  controversy. 
An  admirable  person,  in  whose  premature  removal  the  Church  and 
the  nation  have  to  deplore  a  loss  which  will  not  be  soon  repaired, 


*  Compare,  with  the  anertioii  of  Bishop  Thirl  wall,  the  views  of  the  Bishops  of 
Down,  Par.  20,  in  Chap.  XX.,  Llandafp,  Charge  1842,  Pars.  41, 42,  in  Chap.  XXV, 
and  Salisbttrt,  Charge  1842,  Par.  7,  and  extract  from  Sermon,  p.  499,  nipra.  See 
also  the  remarks  of  the  Bishop  of  Ossorv  on  Mr.  Froude*s  Principle  of  AUegianoe, 

Charge  1842,  Pars.   117 125,  pp.  64^77,  st^mu    The  followinff  extract  is  from  a 

Sermon,  to  the  value  and  nsefulnees  of  whi<m  the  present  learned  Bishop  of  Lincoln 
has  borne  very  decided  testimony. 

**  Now,  the  complaint  and  the  charge  is,  that  the  Church  of  England  has  of  late  not 
experienced  in  some  quarters  that  implicit  deference  which  heretofore  she  was  allowed 
and  wont  to  receive.  Not  that  her  title  simply  has  been  arraigned,  or  her  pretensions 
to  a  place  in  Christ^s  universal  Church  been  openly  canvassed  ;  but  her  proper  place 
in  the  household  of  her  Lord  has  been,  if  not  refused,  at  least  ungraciously  conceded, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  covertly  assailed  by  indirect  weapons.  There  have  been  in- 
sinuations of  doubts,  studied  displays  of  her  presumed  imperfections,  disdainful  admo- 
BitionB  of  her  actual  degradation,  and  reproofs,  professedly  indeed  friendly,  but  too 
readily  offered,  not  to  awaken  some  suspicion  as  to  their  design ;  and  further  still, 
there  has  .been  a  forward  and  elaborate  amplification  of  the  supposed  merits  of  a  rivaL 
An  opponent  might  be  tempted  to  remark  upon  all  this  with  much  severity ;  but  dis- 
elaiminff  all  lang^uage  of  reproach,  and  everv  feeling  that  would  lead  to  it,  I  would 
simply  look  to  its  consistency  with  the  obligation  upon  the  conscience  of  a  person  who 
proieeses  to  belong  to  her  Communion,  and  much  more  of.  one  who  ministers  in  her 
Banctnanr."  Tke  Claima  of  tke  Chunk  <f  England  upon  her  Memben.  A  Sermon  preached 
before  the  University  of  Oxford,  October  16, 1842,  by  Bsnjajon  Paboons  Stmons^ 
D.D.,  Warden  of  Wadham  College,  p.  22.^Ed. 
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one  of  the  most  strenuous  as  well  as  able  opponents  of  the  school 
which  is  reproached  with  partiality  to  Romanism,  had  ohseryed, 
with  his  characteristic  candour — ^'  No  wise  man  doubts  that  the 
Reformation  was  imperfect,  or  that  in  the  Romish  system  there 
were  many  good  institutions,  and  practices,  and  feelings,  which  it 
would  be  most  desirable  to  restore  among  ourselves.*^*  There  may 
be  a  difference,  which  I  am  not  able  to  appreciate,  between  the 
desire  to  restore  and  the  wish  to  reappropriate^  but  I  think  it  caa 
hardly  be  so  great,  that  while  the  one  term  is  inoffensiye,  the  other 
should  throw  the  Church  and  the  country  into  a  ferment.' 

*  Arnold.  Semum$  on  Christian  Lifcy  Introd.  p.  IvL 

9  The  italics  are  not  his  Lordship's. — Does  not  the  distinction  consist  rather  in  ile 
iking$  to  be  restored^  than  in  the  terms  employed  to  denote  their  restoration  ?  If  so,  the 
difference  between  the  (lesire  of  Dr.  Arnold  and  the  trts&  of  the  Tragtarians  will, 
perhaps,  he  more  easily  appreciated.    Let  us  place  them  side  by  side. 


Dr.  Arnold*8  Desire, 

**'So  wise  man  doubts  that  the  Re- 
formation was  imperfect,  or  that  in  the 
Romish  system  there  were  many  eood  in- 
stitutions, and  practices,  and  feelings, 
which  it  would  be  most  desirable  to  restore 
amongst  ourselves.  Daily  Church  Ser- 
Tices  ; — Frequent  Communions ; — Memo- 
rials of  our  Christian  calling  continually 
presented  to  our  notice,  in  crosses  and 
way-side  oratories  ; — ^Commemorations  of 
holy  men,  of  all  times  and  countries ; — ^the 
Doctrine  of  the  Communion  of  Saints 
practically  taught  *, — Religious  orders,  es- 
pecially of  women,  of  different  kinds,  and 
under  different  rules,  delivered  only  from  the 
mare  and  tin  of  perpetual  vowe.  All  of  these, 
most  of  which  are  of  some  efficacy  for 
ffood,  even  in  a  corrupt  Church,  belong  no 
kss  to  the  true  Church,  and  would  there 
be  purely  beneficial.  If  Mr.  Nxwman^s 
system  attracts  good  and  thinking  men, 
because  it  seems  to  promise  them  all  these 
things,  which  in  our  actual  Church  are  not 
to  be  found,  let  them  remember  that  these 
things  belong  to  the  perfect  Church  no 
less  than  to  that  of  the  Romanists  and  of 
Hr.  Nxwman,  and  would  flourish  in  the 
perfect  Church  far  more  healthilv.** — 
Sermons  on  the  Christian  Life,  Introd.  pp. 
56,67. 


The  Wish  of  the  Tractarians. 
Desiderata  m  the  English  Church. 

The  observance  of  the  Ssvjen  Canonicai. 
Hours,  ''the  compression  of  which  into 
our  two  Services*'  marks  our  present 
"  state  of  degradation.*' 

The  use  of  Pratkr  for  tbx  Dkad, 
"which  we  have  excluded  from  the  Praver 
for  the  Church  Militant.  A  moving 
thought." 

The  U8B  OF  oiz«  AT  Baptism  ano  Cow- 
firm  ation,  by  the  loss  of  which  we  hare 
*'  fallen  from  the  high  appellations  of  ' » 
royal  priesthood,  a  holy  nation,  a  peculiar 
people,'  and  lost  the  white  robe  of  Baptism.** 

The  Ancibnt  Form  or  Sacrifick,  the 
words  Altar  and  Mass. 

The  practice  of  Anointino  the  Sick. 

Auricular  Confrbmon. 

Celibacy  in  thb  Clbrgt  **  reoogniaed 
as  the  rule"  .  .  .  ^  the  infraction  of  which 
ought "  to  make  us  '^  a  Church  in  sack- 
cloth." 

SiSTERHOUDS  formed  b^  pious  virgins. 

"The  real  excellencies  of  the  Brb- 
viARY,''not  excepting  such  addresses  as 
those  referred  to  by  the  Bishop  of  Down 
and  Connor,  p.  483,  rapro. 

The  DisciFLiNA  Arcani  and  the  System 

of  RXSBRVB. 

The  Apostolical  Bbnxdiction,  without 
which  '^  we  cannot  hope  for  the  success  of 
St.  Augustine  or  St.  Boniface  among  the 
heathen." 

Such  views  of  Pardons,  Puroatort, 
Indulgences,  Images,  Relics,  and  In- 
vocation OP  Saints,  as  may  be  enter- 
tained, upon  the  pxinciidei  of  Tract  90, 
"  by  those  who  aim  at  being  Catholic  in 
heart  and  doctrine,"  consistently  with  sub* 
scription  to  the  Thirty-nine  Articles,  ''the 
offspring  of  an  uncathoUc  age." 
Vide  Tract  90,  passim,  Mr.  Williams'  Tract  on  the  Preservation  and  ChangeB  t/  Oe 
Prajfer  Book,  (No.  86.)    Tracts  on  Reserve^  (Noe.  80,  87.)     Tiact  on  the  Ramm 
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67.  I  am  glad,  howeyer,  to  see  that  an  explanation  ^  has  been 
offered  of  some  of  the  phrases  which  had  given  the  greatest  offence, 
not  so  much  because  I  should  myself  haye  thought  it  necessary,  as 


Breviary^  (No.  76,)  Harm  Oamomem.  Mr.  Renonfb  Doetrine  of  ike  QUhoUo  Chunk  in 
England  on  the  Holy  Euekarid,  (recognised  by  Dr.  Pasey,  see  note  2,  p.  400.)  Mr. 
ChriBtie^s  Treaim  on  Virgmity  and  Uft  t^  SU  Ambrote,  Newman^  Sermom  on  S^ 
jecta  ^ikB  Day,  &&  ftc^En. 

1  It  was  in  reply  to  this  Letter  that  Mr.  Bird  wrote  his  unanswerable  "  Defence  of 
ike  Prmdplee  of  Ike  Engliek  ReformaHon  from  ike  AUacke  of  tke  Tradariane,^  so  often 
quoted  in  the  foregoing  pages.  The  following  is  a  specimen  of  the  writer"^  '<  ex- 
planation **  of  the  *'  radical  ekange  ^  spoken  of  in  the  notorious  passage  referred  to, 
which  will  be  found  at  length  in  Par.  163  of  the  Bishop  of  Ossort^s  Charge,  p.  114, 
enpra, 

*'  The  '  radical  ekange,''  then,  of  which  the  Article  spoke  as  the  necessary  oonsequenoe 
of  embfoeii^  {tke** — not  in  the  original — Ed.)  "  OatkoUo  religiony  was  not  meant  (as  you 
seem  to  imagine)  to  be  one  in  the  external  constitution  of  the  Church,  nor  in  her  es- 
sential Doctrines,  but  in  tonb.  The  Article  never  went  the  length  of  sayine  that  the 
National  Church  must  be  remoulded ;  her  Formularies  and  Service-books  recon- 
Btrueted  ;  or,  asain,  that  she  was  to  seek  reunion  with  Rome  under  actual  drcnmstances: 
it  confined  itself  to  a  more  general  object  and  a  more  immediate  ttep, — the  infueion  into 
her  system  of  a  new  Spiarr.  What,  indeed,  may  be  the  pariuilar  eonditionsy  under 
which  alone  this  spirit  can  be  thoroughly  and  widely  diffused,  or  what  the  ulterior  rttulte 
to  which  its  admission  may  tend,  are  farthkr  questions,  upon  which  the  Article  did 
not  enter.  It  urill  be  titne  enougk  to  think  of  these  features  of  the  scene,  when  our  pro- 
gress shall  have  brought  them  more  directly  in  si^ht.**    pp.  38,  39. 

The  words ''toiM**  and  **8pirit**  only  are  italicised  in  the  foregoing  extract  as  it 
stands  in  the  original :  with  these  exceptions,  the  italics  and  capitals  are  Mr.  Bird's, 
whose  remarks  on  this  portion  of  Ma.  OakklstIb  Explanation  will  form  a  suitable  con- 
elusion  to  the  present  enapter. 

*'  And  now  I  ask,  wheUier  tiiis  explanation  of  the  animus  of  tke  Paeaage  has  done  any 
thing  to  cahn  our  fears  for  the  Reformed  Church  ?  The  writer,  indeed,  has  the  kind- 
ness to  tell  us,  that  the  Tractarians  desire  to  proceed  more  dotdy  and  gently  than  we 
might  have  anticipated  from  the  strong  lan^ruage  of  the  Passage,  and  still  more  from 
the  note,  which  spoke  against  givins  medicine  to  be  '  sipped.*  We  are  now  told  that 
we  are  to  be  gradually  prepared — ^before  ulterior  measures  are  entered  upon,  or  discussed. 
This  18  poor  comfort.  It  is  but  the  Cyclops  feeding  his  victims  before  he  devours  them. 
Whatever  the  writer  may  think  about  its  being  '  time  enough  *  to  discuss  these  tbings 
hereafter,  we  are  convinced  that  there  is  no  time  like  tke  present.  Now  we  can  speak 
like  free  men — wait  till  the  change  he  seeks  has  been  effected,  and  we  should  discuss 
this  or  any  other  religious  matter  in  the  submissioe  tone  and  spirit  of  slaves.  It  would 
then  be  too /ate/ 

''No ;  we  must  resolutely  demand  to  know  beforekand^  distinctly  and  tangibly,  wkai 
the  new  Spirit  is,  which  is  to  be  infused.  They  must  not  be  allowed  to  shelter  them- 
srives  under  the  vague  and  misapplied  word  *  Catkolio.'  To  tell  us  to  admit  the  *Oatkolio 
spirit,*  which  '  alone  can  interpret  Scripture,*  is  tantamount,  in  their  mouths,  to  telling 
us  to  let  them  have  their  own  way,  and  deal  with  the  Church  just  as  they  please.  After 
ikaty  thev  will  inform  us  what  they  wish  to  do !  Are  we  so  senseless, — are  we  so  for- 
getful of  what  a  charge  was  committed  to  us  when  the  Reformed  Church  was  handed 

down  from  our  fathers,^ — are  we  so  careless  of  the  account  we  must  give  hereafter, as 

to  let  the  Church  be  thus  dealt  with  P  We  have  warning  given  us,  that  there  are 
*  ulterior  results  *  lying  in  the  distant  perspective — there  are  'particular  conditions  *  in- 
dispensable to  carrying  out  the  system— there  are  'further  questions*  to  be  considered, 
when  we  have  made  the  eoncesnon  now  asked.  We  demand,  then,  in  plain  terms, 
will  they  assure  us  that  all  this  would  not  land  us  in  Romanibii  ?  Surely  this  is  not 
too  mudi  for  persons  to  ask  who  have  the  history  of  the  Reformation  in  their  hands ; 
who  know  the  labours,  the  pains,  the  tears,  the  blood,  it  cost  to  effect  it, — who,  enjoy 
its  blessed  fruits,  the  possession  of  the  Truth  as  it  is  in  Jesus,  and  the  liberty  of  wor- 
shipping God  according  to  the  dictates  of  conscience,  without  rendering  account  at  the 
tribunal  of  man,  and  being  put  to  the  fiery  proof  our  Reformers  endured.** — Zhfenoe  of 
ike  Befinmation,  Ac.,  pp.  204— 206.— £d. 
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becanse  it  indicates  a  spirit  of  conciliation,  which  seems  to  me  the 
thing  that  is  most  needed  on  both  sides.* 

*  ExpUination  of  a  pMnge  in  an  article  on  certain  works  of  Bishop  Jewel,  pub- 
lished in  the  BriHA  CHtic  for  Jnly  1841,  in  a  letter  to  the  Bey.  Charles  Smith  Biid» 
By  the  Writer  of  the  Article.^    See  particoholyy  p.  05— 71. 


*  Soc  the  preceding  note,  p.  fjO^, 
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CHAPTER  XX. 

DISPABAGBMENT     OP     THB     ENaLISH     CHURCH     AND     UTUBOY. LONGING 

AFTER   POPISH    FORMULARIES. ^BEVIVAL   OP    POPISH    DOCTRINES 

AND   PRACTICES.^ 


Kate,  Bishop  op  Lingoln. — 1837. 
Vide  Pan.  2,  in  Chap.  VI. 

Wilson,  Bishop  of  Calcutta. — 1838. 
Vide  Pan.  3,  in  Chap.  XXV.,  and  17,  in  Chap.  Vllt. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. — 1839. 

46.  Again,  while  I  reject  the  charge  of  Popery,^  applied  to  them, 
as  being  as  absurd  as  it  is  uncharitable, — I  yet  cannot  but  lament, 
that  they  sometimes  deal  with  some  of  the  worst  corruptions  of 
Rome,  in  terms  not  indicating  so  deep  a  sense  of  their  pernicious 
tendency,  as  yet  I  doubt  not  that  they  feel. 

47.  For  instance:  defending  themselves  against  the  charge  of 
leaning  towards  Popery,  they  confidently  affirm,  that  *^in  the 
seventeenth  century  ®  the  Theology  of  the  Body  of  the  English 
Church  was  substantially  the  same  as  theirs;^*  and  in  proof  of 

*  Tradafor  the  Tmhm^'So.  88,  p.  11. 


8  The  following  were  among  the  ArHdet  to  U  wqidred  of  wUhm  the  Province  of  Ccmr 
ierimy  in  the  Metropolitical  Visitation  of  Abchbisbop  Grindal,  1576:— 

'*  Whether  in  your  Churdies  and  Chapels  all  Altars  he  utterly  taken  down  and  dean 
removed,  even  unto  the  foundation  ....  and  whether  your  Rood-lofts  be  taken 
down?—- 

*'  Whether  your  Parson,  Vicar,  Curate,  or  Minister,  do  wear  any  cope  ....  or 
use  at  the  Ministration  of  the  holy  Communion  any  gestures,  rites  or  ceremonies,  not 
appointed  by  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  as  crossing  or  breathing  oyer  the  Sacra- 
mental Bread  and  Wine  ? — 

^  Whether  any  do  preach,  declare,  or  speak  any  thin^  in  derogation  of  the  Book  of 
Common  Prayer,  which  is  set  forth  by  the  laws  of  this  reahn,  dispraising  the  same, 
or  any  thing  therein  contained  V^^^Remauu  {fAnUntkop  GrrndoL  Edit,  of  the  Parker 
Society,  pp.  157—164 Ed. 

^  See  tiie  remarks  of  the  Bishop  of  Ossoiy,  par.  HI,  p.  53.  n^pr<h^lSA, 

^  Vide  titprttf'p.  67. ^-J^, 
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this,  tbey  profess,  in  stating  the  errors  of  Borne,  to  "  follow  closely 
the  order  observed  by  Bishop  Hall  in  his  treatise  on  ^  the  Old 
Reliffion,^'"  whose  Protestantism,  they  add,  ^^is  unquestionable,^ 
and  IS  claimed,  therefore,  as  a  voucher  for  their  own.  But,  looking 
to  particulars,  I  lament  to  see  them  ^'  following,*^  indeed,  the  order 
of  "  Bishop  Hall,''  but  widely  departing  from  his  truly  Protestant 
sentiments,  on  more  than  one  important  article. 

48.  First,  of  "  the  tcorship  of  Images  "  (for  so  that  great  Divine  * 
justly  designates  what  they  more  delicately  call  ^^  the  honour  paid 
to  Images '"),  they  say  only,  that  it  is  '^  dangerous  in  the  case  of 
the  uneducated,  that  is,  of  the  great  part  of  Christians.'"*  But 
Bishop  Hall  treats  it  as  not  merely  '^  dangerous ""  to  some,  but  as 
sinful  in  all ;  as  "  against  Scripture  ;'*'  **  the  Book  of  God  is  full  of 
his  indignation  against  this  practice;'' — and  ^'against  reason." 
"  What  a  madness  is  it,"  says  he,  "  for  a  living  man  to  stoop  unto 
a  dead  stock !" 

49.  Next,  of  "  the  Invocation  of  Saints,"  these  writers  say  that 
it  **  is  a  dangerous  practice,  as  tending  to  give,  often  actually  giving, 
to  creatures  the  honour  and  reliance  due  to  the  Creator  alone." 
p.  12. 

50.  But  how  does  the  good  Bishop,  whom  they  profess  to  follow, 
speak  on  this  same  point!  ^^  These  foul  superstitions^'"  says  he,  "are 
not  more  heinous^  than  new — ^and  such  as  whereon  we  have  justly 
abhorred  to  take  part  with  the  practisers  of  them."  Again,  "  This 
doctrine  and  practice  of  the  Bomish  Invocation  of  Saints,  both  as 
new  and  erroneous  against  Scripture  and  reason,  we  have  justly  re- 
jected ;  and  are  thereupon  ejected,  as  unjustly." "{* 

51.  Again,  I  lament  to  read  their  advice  to  those  who  are  con- 
tending for  the  Truth  against  Romanists,  that  "the  controversy 
about  Transubstantiation  be  kept  in  the  background ;  because  it 
cannot  well  be  discussed  in  words  at  all  without  the  sacrifice  of 
godly  fear :"  J — as  if  that  tenet  were  not  the  abundant  source  of 
enormous  practical  evils,  which  the  faithful  Advocate  of  the  Truth 
is  bound  to  expose  ;  in  particular  of  the  extravagant  exaltation  of 
the  Bomish  priesthood,  which  seems  to  have  been  its  primary  object 
— and,  still  worse,  of  that  which  is  its  legitimate  and  necessary 
consequence,  the  adoration  .of  the  Sacramental  Bread  and  Wine, 
which  our  Church  denounces  as  "  Idolatry  to  be  abhorred  of  all 
faithful  Christians." 

52.  I  lament,  too,  the  encouragement  given  by  the  same  writers 
to  the  dangerous  practice  of  Prayer  for  the  dead.  They  disclaim, 
indeed,  the  intention  of  giving  such  encouragement,  and  I  doubt  not 
the  sincerity  of  their  disclaimer.  But  to  state  that  this  practice 
^^  is  a  matter  of  sacred  consolation  to  those  who  feel  themselves 
justified  in  entertaining  it"§ — (and  all,  they  seem  to  suggest,  may 

*  Bishop  HalTs  Warh,  8vo.  yol.  ix.  p.  340.  f  Ibid.  pp.  365.  368. 

t  TractM/or  the  Times,  No.  71,  p.  9. 

§  Pusey'i  Letter  to  the  Bishop  of  Oi^ord,  p.  186  et  seq. 
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^^feel  iAem8ehe$  justified,^  for  it  is  "warranted  by  the  earlj 
Church*") — to  say,  further,  that  it  is  "a  solemn  privilege  to  the 
mourner  " — "  a  dictate  of  human  nature  ^ — ^nay,  that  it  "  may  be 
implanted  by  the  God  of  Nature,  may  be  the  voice  of  God  within 
us  i" — ^to  say  all  this,  is  surely  an  "  encouragement '"  of  the  practice 
so  characterized,  which  is  very  feebly  counterbalanced  by  their  ad- 
mitting that  "our  Church  does  not  encourage  it" — ^by  their  ab- 
staining from  in  "any  way  inculcating  it'^ — or  even  by  their 
thinking  "  it  inexpedient  to  bring  forward  such  a  topic  in  public 
discussion." 

53.  Nor  do  I  assent  to  their  opinion,  that  "  our  Church  does  not 
discourage "  Prayer  for  the  Dead ;  on  the  contrary,  if,  as  they 
admit,  the  Church,  having  at  first  adopted  such  prayer,  in  the  ge- 
neral words  in  which  it  was  used  in  the  ancient  Liturgies,  afterwards 
"  for  the  safety  of  her  children  relinquished  the  practice,"  even  in 
this  sober  and  harmless  form,  "  in  consequence  of  abuses  connected 
with  it  in  the  Bomish  system"^ — abuses,  of  the  least  of  which  she 
says,  that  they  are  "ijrounded  upon  no  warranty  of  Scripture,  but 
rather  repugnant  to  the  Word  of  God  ;"  while  of  others  she  declares, 
that  they  ^'  were  blasphemous  fables  and  dangerous  deceits ;" — I 
can  hardly  propose  to  myself  any  more  decisive  mode  of  dis- 
couraging a  practice,  which,  in  itself,  could  not  be  condemned  as 
absolutely  contrary  to  God's  Word. 

54.  I  must  go  further ;  I  must  add,  and  I  do  so  with  unfeigned 
respect  for  the  integrity  and  sincerity  of  these  writers,  as  well  as 
for  their  eminent  ability  and  learning,  that  I  cannot  easily  reconcile 
it  with  Christian  discretion,  for  any  member  of  the  Church  to  speak 
with  so  much  of  favour  of  a  practice  which  was  thus  deliberately, 
and  for  such  grave  reasons,  repudiated  by  the  Church  herself. 
Still  less  can  I  understand  what  justification  can  be  offered  for  his 
saying  of  the  Romanist,  that  in  ^^  deciding  that  almost  all  souls  un- 
dergo a  painful  purification  after  death,"  by  which  "  Infectum  eluitur 
scelus,  aut  exuritur  igni,"  he  only  "  follows  an  instinct  of  human 
nature^  Surely,  if  this  be  true,  the  Romanist  is  right  in  his 
decision  :  for  an  instinct  of  our  nature  could  have  come  only  from 
the  Divine  Author  of  that  nature — it  must  be  indeed  "  the  voice  of 
God  within  us." 

55.  In  connexion  with  this  subject,  I  cannot  but  deplore  the 
rashness  which   has  prompted   them  to  recommend  to   private 


>  Mr.  Fabkr,  in  the  Appendix  to  his  work  on  Justification,  has  some  important 
remarks  upon  the  impossibility  of  our  Church  retaining,  at  once,  both  Prayen  for  the 
Dead  and  her  own  Siath  Arttde,  in  reply  to  the  writer  of  Tract  38,  who  attributes  the 
omission  of  such  prayers  *''to  the  influence  of  Bucer,  and  the  Puritans,  and  the  Foreign 
School  of  Geneva.'* — Primitme  Doctrine  of  Justi/icatum,  &e.,  Appendix  VIII,  p.  43. — See 
the  whole  of  the  Appendix  referred  to,  and  also  an  Appendix  to  Archdxacon  Browns^b 
Charge  of  1838,  for  much  valuable  information  upon  this  subject.  Truly  does  Mr. 
Fabbr  observe  that,  **  They,  who  on  the  ill-disguised  Principle  of  the  Roman  Church, 
patronise  the  imposition  of  LUurguxU  Prayers  for  the  Dead  under  whatever  aspect,  meet 
indisputably  take  the  first  step  into  Popery.'* — Ed. 
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Ohristians  the  dedication  of  particular  days  to  the  religions  Com- 
memoration of  deceased  men ;  and  even  to  fhmish  a  special  Service 
in  honour  of  Bishop  Ken,  formed  apparently  on  the  model  of  an 
office  in  the  Breviary  to  a  Romish  Saint.  Would  it  be  safe  for  the 
Church  itself,  and  is  it  becoming  in  private  individuals,  to  pro- 
nounce thus  confidently  on  the  characters  of  deceased  Christians — 
in  other  words,  to  assume  the  gift  of  ^'  discerning  of  Spirits  V  To 
what  must  such  a  practice  be  expected  to  lead  !  The  History  of  the 
Church  of  Rome  has  told  us ;  and  the  Fathers  of  our  Reformation, 
in  compiling  the  Liturgy,  have  marked  their  sense  of  the  danger, 
by  rejecting  every  portion  of  the  Breviary  which  bears  on  8u<3i  a 
practice,  even  while  they  adopted  all  that  was  really  sound  and 
edifying  in  it.  Yet  these  writers  scruple  not  to  recommend  this 
very  practice,  thus  deliberately  rejected  by  those  wise  and  holy  men, 
and  (strange  to  say)  recommend  it  as  only  "^  completing  what  our 
Reformers  have  begun,^^  as  '^  a  means  of  carrying  out,  in  private, 
the  principle  and  spirit  of  those  inestimable  forms  of  devotion, 
which  are  contained  in  our  authorized  Prayer  Book." — No.  75,  pp. 
2.16. 

56.  Again,  looking  to  another  part  of  their  dealing  with  the 
doctrines  of  Rome,  I  lament  to  see  the  reason  for  which  they 
enumerate  *^  the  necessity  of  Confession,"  ^  in  their  list  of  ^^  those 
practical  grievances^  to  which  Christians  are  exposed  in  the 
Romish  Communion  ;"  namely,  "  because  without  it  no  one  can  be 
partaker  of  the  Holy  Communion."  ♦ 

57.  They  thus  seem  studiously  to  decline  including  in  the  same 
list  the  pretended  Sacrament  of  Penance  generally  (of  which  Con- 
fession is  but  a  part) ;  though  Penance,  as  taught  by  the  Church  of 
Rome,  is  the  greatest,  because  the  most  soul-destroying,  of  all  those 
"  grievances  " — we  might  rather  say,  the  foulest  perversion  of  God'*8 
saving  Truth,  which  the  cunning  of  Satan  ever  put  it  into  the 
heart  of  man  to  conceive.  For  this  unhallowed  device,  by  abusing 
the  gracious  promise  of  Christ  given  to  the  Church  in  his  Apostles, 
by  making  the  Absolution  of  the  Priest^  not  only  effectual,  but  also 
necessary,  for  the  pardon  of  all  sin  committed  after  Baptism,  while 
it  bows  the  souls  and  consciences  of  the  people,  to  a  state  of  slavish 
fear  of  the  Priest,  practically  releases  them  from  all  other  fear,  and 
gives  the  rein  to  every  corrupt  affection  of  unregenerate  nature. 
Yet  this  is  not,  it  seems,  one  of  ^*  the  subjects  which,"  in  the  opinion 
of  these  writers,  "  may  be  profitably  brought  into  controversy  with 
Romanists  of  the  present  day."  p.  14. 

Bboughton,  Bishop  of  Australia. — 1841. 

Vide  Par.  37,  in  Chap.  Y III. ;  and  Pars.  39.  41,  in  Chap.  XIX. 

♦  Tract,  No.  71,  p.  9. 


''  On  the  subject  of  Cott/ession  and  AbnluHonfBee  Pars.  164_170  of  his  Lordship^ 
Charge  in  Chap.XXVI Ed. 
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SuMNBR^  Bishop  of  Ghbsteb. — 1841. 

Vide  Appendix  to  his  Lordship*8  Charge  in  Chap.  XXI. 

Maltby,  Bishop  op  Dobham. — 1841. 

9.  But  if  these  writers  did  feel  themselves  called  upon  to  examine 
the  existing  state  of  doctrine,  in  the  hope  of  improving  it,  the 
result  of  their  efforts  has  assuredly  been  very  unfortunate.  So  far 
from  adding  to  the  purity  of  our  faith,  as  contrasted  with  those 
errors,  from  which  we  believed  that  the  Reformation  had  set  us 
iree,  the  tendency  appears  to  have  been  in  an  opposite  direction. 
The  effect  of  principles,  either  expressly  laid  down  by  these  writers, 
or  collected  as  a  natural  inference  by  their  followers,  has  been  not 
merely  to  recommend  a  variety  of  antiquated  Forms  and  Cere- 
monies, but  to  uphold  them  with  such  earnestness  as  to  threaten  a 
revival  of  the  follies  of  by-gone  superstition.^  The  necessity  of 
Fasting  is  inculcated,  and  its  merit  enhanced,  too  eagerly;  the 
placing  of  Candlesticks^  is  now  treated  as  matter  of  importance ; 
and  a  suspicious  predilection  has  been  manifested  for  the  emblem 


s  Dr.  Pusxt  thnB  alludes  to  thiB  passage  of  the  Bishop  op  Durham^s  Charge,  in 
his  Letter  to  the  Ardibiskop  of  Oanterburv,  p.  83. — ''While  some  Bishops,  who 
helong  to  an  opposite  School  of  Theology,  do  eondemn  vAat  thejf  ihink  it  our  teaching ; 
others,  who  were  formed  in  the  same  general  outline  of  doctrine  as  ourselyes,  are 
ikoiigki  to  condemn  us,  another  condemns  us  in  the  mass,  tmthout  apparetdlv  knowing  any 
of  the  detaUe  of  what  we  hare  taught,  but  thinks  that  instead  of  the  Church,  the  Saora- 
ments.  Repentance,  *  righteousness,  temperance,  judgment  to  come,*  according  unto 
our  works,  the  whole  is  a  question  of  the  revival  of  ceremonies,  or  *  the  follies  of  by- 
gone superstitions,'  how  may  not  younger,  less-disciplined,  or  more  ardent  minds  be 
well  disquieted  at  the  proepMt  ?  For  ourselves,  we  had  enough  in  the  acquittal,  some 
years  past,  of  our  own  Bishop.  But  for  the  Church  at  large,  what  is  there  to  counter- 
iMUance  all  this  ?  Except  some  kind  expressions,  some  years  past,  of  one  Bishop, 
(Lincoln,  see  par.  1 — 4,  p.  149,)  and  in  the  last  year,  of  another,  (Bishop  op  Llandapp, 
Koman  Cathouc  Errors,  p.  87,  and  note)  nothing  has  been  said,  except  what  has  been 
lost  siffht  of  as  thouffh  uttered  in  extenuation  only  of  censure.** — Ed. 

'  The  following  &ections  are  extracted  from  a  little  work  entitled  *' Devotions  earn- 
memoratiee  tsfiht  mod  adorable  Paseion  ofawr  Lord <xnd SaoiourJeaut  Ckritt;^'*  ''compiled,** 
as  the  preface  informs  us,  "  from  Catholic  sources,**  "  with  the  view  of  supplying,  in  a 
measure,  the  want  which  is  believed  to  be  extensively  felt,  of  some  assistance  towards 
realizing,  for  the  purposes  of  meditation,  the  solemn  subject  of  the  Passion  and  Holy 

"  Whiie  the  QmHde  Beuedictus  is  hetng  said,  all  ike  Candles  in  tMe  Manffular  Candlestick 
iaeing  been  first  eastbigitiihedy  except  theoneontke  top,  the  site  Candles  on  the  Altar  are  also  ea- 
tingtdshed,  one  by  one,  at  every  second  verse,  so  thai  the  last  may  be  put  out  at  Ike  last  verse, 
Likewiss  tAe  lamps  and  lights  tkrov^^^out  the  Church  are  put  ont.  Jl^hen  the  An^pihon  (Now  the 
Traitor)  is  repeated,  the  topmost  Candle  is  taken  from  its  place,  and  kid  under  the  Epistle  side 
^  the  AUar,  whilst  all  kneel  and  say,  Christ  became  for  us  obedient  unto  death :  Our 
Father,  privately :  then  the  Psalm,  Have  Mercy,  p.  xiv.,  a  little  louder ;  after  which  is 
^tpeated  in  the  same  tone,  without  saying.  Let  us  pray>  the  Collect, 

'*  After  the  Collect,  there  is  a  anj^ueed  noiso  for  a  Oort  space,  and  then  the  lighted  Candle  is 
^'nu^  out  from  beneath  ^  Altar,  and  all  rise  and  depart  m  n^motf.**  pp.  xix.  xx.  Maunday 
Thwsday  at  Lauds.  This  little  volume  of  Popish  Devotions  was  published  in  1842  by 
j^vns,  London;  Parker,  Oxford;  and  Stevenson,  Cambridge;  "the  translators 
iiaviug  ventured  to  make  one  or  two  dight  alterations  of  passages  which  seemed  open  to 
Wttcwirtnicrtwi.*'  Pref.  p.  8.^Ed. 
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of  the  Cross.^  While  contempt  is  somewhat  ostentatiously  thrown 
upon  the  name  of  Protestant,  and  the  proceedings  of  our  venerable 
Reformers ;  an  elaborate  attempt  has  been  made  to  explain  away 
the  real  meaning  of  our  Articles,  and  infuse  into  them  a  more 
kindly  spirit  of  accommodation  to  the  opinions  and  practices  of  the 
Church  of  Rome.* 

10.  Under  these  circumstances,  however  painful  maybe  the  task 
of  animadverting  upon  opinions  espoused  by  persons  otherwise  so 
respectable,  I  consider  it  incumbent  upon  me  thus  publicly  to  make 
known  my  deliberate  judgment.  And  I  feel  no  little  satisfaction 
and  support,  when  I  can  appeal  to  the  high  authority  of  our  vene- 
rated Primate,  who  thus  expressed  himself  in  a  Charge  delivered 
last  year  to  his  assembled  Clergy.  *^  In  the  celebration  of  Divine 
Service,  the  introduction  of  novelties  is  much  to  be  deprecated ; 
and  even  the  revival  of  usages,  which  having  grown  obsolete,  have 
the  appearance  of  novelties  to  the  ignorant,  may  occasion  dissatis- 
faction, dissension,  and  controversy.  In  cases  of  this  nature  it 
may  be  better  to  forego  even  advantageous  changes,  and  wait  for 
the  decision  of  authority,  than  to  open  fresh  sources  of  misappre- 
hension or  strife  by  singularity.'" — Archbishop  of  Canterbury  s 
Charge,  Sept.  1840,  p.  S6. 

See  also  Par.  13,  in  Chap.  I. 

Monk,  Bishop  op  Gloucester  and  Bristol. — 1841. 
VtdeVsx,  1,  in  Chap.  I. 

LoNGLEY,  Bishop  of  Ripon. — 1841. 
Vide  Par.  6)8,  67,  in  Chap.  XVIII.,  and  9,  in  Chap.  XXI. 

Sumner,  Bishop  op  Winchester. — 1841. 

[There  is  ground  again  for  fear,  ....  if  we  undervalue  our 
own  Liturgy,  and  Formularies,  and  Homilies.a] 

See  Par.  9,  Chap.  XIX. 

a  "  I  can  see  no  other  claim  which  the  Prayer-book  has  on  a  layman's  de- 
ference as  the  teaching  of  the  Church,  which  the  Breviary  and  Missal  hare  not 
in  a  fiir  greater  dief^eJ'^Froude'8  Remains,  p.  403. 

*  From  these  appearances  an  acute  critic  has  been  led  to  make  the  following 
pungent  observation :  "  For  our  own  parts,  we  are  not  going  to  discuss  whose  religion 
IS  the  better,  that  of  Protestants  or  Catholics.     But  one  thing  at  least  is  quite  certain; 

the  above  opinions  may  be  right ^they  may  be  the  most  consonant  with  revealed 

religion^but  assuredly,  they  are  not  the  opinions  of  the  Church  of  England.**— .ifitfab- 
burgh  JRemew,  April  1841,  p.  273. 


I  A  curious  illustration  of  the  Doctrine  of  Jieserve  occurs  in  an  article  in  the  Brituk 
CriOc  for  Januaiy,  1842. 
**  Reserve  teaches  us  to  prefer  the  Cross  to  the  Crndfiz  as  an  emblem ;  and  as  a 
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Mant,  Bishop  of  Down  and  Connob,  and  Dbomore. — 1842. 

1.  It  is  within  the  knowledge  of  many  of  you,  my  Reverend 
Brethren,  that,  at  a  meeting  of  one  of  our  Diocesan  Societies  last 

Of  the  four  ancient  Liturgies,  the  Roman,  the  Oriental,  the  Egyptian,  and 
the  Galilean,  after  commending  the  view  taken  in  them  of  the  Eucharist  to  the 
confiideration  of  such  Protestant  hodies  as  haye  rejected  them,  it  is  added :  '^It 
may  perhaps  he  said,  without  exaggeration,  that  next  to  the  Holy  Scriptares, 
they  possess  the  greatest  claims  on  our  yeneration  and  study. — Tr<ict  68, 
p.  16. 

''  The  seryioes  of  our  Church  are  characterized  hy  a  peculiar  tone  of  sadness 
and  humiliation ;  and  we  are  throughout  made  thereby  to  use  the  language  of 
those  who  haye  fallen  away  from  the  richer  inheritance  and  the  privilege  of 
sons."— 3Vac^  86,  p.  66. 

"  Our  own  sendee.  Catholic  as  it  is,  is  not  without  this  inconyenience.  Thus, 
the  daily  routine  of  second  lessons  serves  occasionally  to  bring  before  the  casual 
and  undisciplined  hearer  (and  on  Sunday  too)  chapters,  of  a  subject  so  oppres- 
sively  awful,  and,  we  will  add,  out  of  charadter  with  the  time,  as  Matt.  xxyi. 
xxvii.,  or  John  xyiii.  jdn.'*— British  Critic,  No.  60,  pp.  462,  463. 

^^  It  is  a  yeiy  serious  truth  that  persons  and  bodies  who  put  themselves  into 
a  disadyantageous  state,  cannot  at  their  pleasure  extricate  themselves  from  it. 
They  are  unworthy  of  it ;  they  are  in  pnson,  and  Christ  is  the  keeper."  .... 
"Till  her  members  are  stirred  up  to  this  religious  course,  let  the  Church 
sit  still ;  let  her  be  content  to  be  in  bondage ;  let  her  work  in  chains ; 
let  her  submit  to  her  imperfections  as  a  punishment;  let  her  go  on 
teaching  with  the  stammering  lips  of  ambiguous  formularies,  and  mcon- 
sistent  precedents,  and  principles  but  partially  developed.  We  are  not  better 
than  our  fathers;  let  us  bear  to  be  what  Hammond  was,  or  Andrews,  or 
Hooker ;  let  us  not  faint  under  that  body  of  death,  which  they  bore  about  in 
patience ;  nor  shrink  from  the  penalty  of  sins  which  they  inherited  from  the 

age  before  them." "  Our  Articles,  the  offspring  of  an  uncatholic  age, 

are,  through  God's  good  providence,  to  say  the  least,  not  uncatholic." — Intro- 
duction to  Tract  90,  pp.  3,  4.  It  is  right  to  add,  with  reference  to  the  phrase 
"ambiguous  formularies,"  in  the  foregoing  extract,  that  the  author  withdraws 
it.  "  In  the  expression  *  ambiguous  formularies,'  I  did  not  think  of  referring 
to  the  Prayer-book.  And  I  suppose  all  persons  will  grant  that  if  the  Articles 
treat  of  Predestination,  and  yet  can  be  si^ed  by  Arminians  and  Calvinists, 
they  are  not  clear  on  all  points.  But  I  gladly  withdraw  the  phrase.  And  I 
express  now,  as  I  have  often  done  before,  my  great  veneration  for  those  ancient 
forms  of  worship,  which,  by  God's  good  providence,  have  been  preserved  to  us.'' 
-^Postscript  to  Letter  to  Dr,  Jelf^  p.  30.  After  the  first  edition,  the  words 
'*  through  the  medium  of  indeterminate  confessions,"  were  substituted  for  ^^the 
stammering  lips  of  ambiguous  formularies." 

A  subsequent  writer  in  support  of  No.  90,  after  quoting  some  of  the  expres- 
sions in  the  preceding  extract,  adds,  '^  In  the  note  it  not  obscurely  instructs  us 
to  look  at  *  the  judgment  of  King  Charles's  murder,'  as  '  brought  down  by  the 
crying  sins'  of  the  Reformation,  (p.  5.)  Is  Mr.  Newman  (so  cautious  and 
guarded  in  his  statements^  as  all  admit  him  to  be,  J  is  he  to  be  supposed  to  use 
words  of  such  unprecedented  strength  as  these  toithout  meaning,  and  at  random  f 
or  is  it  conceiyable  that  he  could  use  them,  if  he  thought  our  Articles  fair  and 


general  rule  to  disguise  the  Cross  with  such  conventional  shapes  and  such  decorations 
as  render  it  a  mere  ornament  to  the  careless  and  unfriendly  observer^  but  a  Cross  still 
to  him  that  so  regards  it."  p.  228— Ed. 

2l 
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January,  I  took  occasion  to  observe,  In  a  letter  addressed  to  the 
Noble  Marquis,  who  kindly  occupied  the  chair,  that  ^' since  the 

adequate  exponents  of  Catholic  truth  ?  How  could  he  speak  and  think  as  he 
does  of  the  English  Reformation,  if  he  supposed  that  the  formulary  then  art- 
ginated  was  even  cts  naturally  susceptible  of  Catholic  as  of  Prote»bant  inter- 
pretation? No!  he  would  acknowledge,  I  apprehend,  that  as  it  has  been 
expressed,  while  it  is  patient  of  a  Catholic,  it  is  ambitious  of  a  Protestant  sense; 
that  while  it  was  never  intended  to  exclude  Catholics,  it  was  written  by,  and 
in  the  spirit  of  Protestants ;  that  in  consequence  of  it,  the  English  Church 
seems  at  least  to  give  an  uncertain  sound,  that  she  fails  in  one  of  her  very  prin- 
cipal duties,  that  of  witnessing  plainly  and  directly  to  Catholic  truth  ;  that  she 
seems  to  include  whom  she  ought  to  repel,  to  teach  what  she  is  bound  to 
anathematize ;  and  that  it  b  difficult  to  estimate  the  amount  of  responsibility 
she  year  bv  year  incurs  on  account  of  those  (claiming,  as  many  of  them  do, 
our  warm  love  for  a  zeal  and  earnest  piety,  worthy  of  a  purer  faith)  who  remain 
buried  in  the  darkness  of  Protestant  error,  because  ^e  fails  in  her  duty  of 
holding  clearly  forth  to  them  the  light  of  Gospel  truth. 

^'  If  it  appears  undutiful  in  a  member  of  the  English  Church  to  speak  so 
strongly  of  her  defective  state,  let  it  be  imputed  to  a  strong  conviction,  that, 
till  we  have  the  grace  of  humility  in  a  far  greater  degree  than  we  seem  in  ge- 
neral, since  the  schism  of  the  sixteenth  century,  to  have  had  it,  there  is  little 
hope  of  our  Church  taking  its  proper  place,  whether  in  England  or  Christendom. 
Let  those  whose  love  for  her  is  lukewarm,  content  themselves  with  mourning 
in  private  over  her  decayed  condition,  her  true  and  faithful  children  will  en- 
deavour to  waken  the  minds  of  their  brethren  to  a  sense  of  her  present 
degradation.'' — A  Few  More  Words  in  support  of  No,  90  of  the  Tracts  for  the 
Titnes.bythe  Rev.  William  George  Ward,  M.A.,  p.  28—30. 

^^  How  accurate  a  description  is  the  above  of  many  amiable  persons  of  the 
present  day,  who  instead  of  a  single  and  noble  maintenance  of  Catholic  truth, 
try  to  unite  in  their  creed  things  incompatible,  and  are  ever  spoiling  their  own 
excellence  by  timidity,  weakness,  or  presumption  1  Nay,  how  true  a  descrip- 
tion is  it  of  our  Church  itself,  not  as  it  was  intended  to  be,  but  as  it  actually  has 
become  in  these  dark  and  secular  days !  Do  not  we  hover  about  our  ancient 
home,  the  house  of  C  vprian  and  Athanasius,  without  the  heart  to  take  up  our 
abode  in  it,  yet  afraid  to  quit  the  sight  of  it ;  boasting  of  an  episcopacy,  yet 
unwilling  to  condemn  separation ;  claiming  a  descent  from  the  Apostlea,  yet 
doubting  of  the  gifts  attending  it ;  and  trying  to  extend  the  limits  of  the  Church 
for  the  admission  of  Wesleyans  and  Presbyterians,  while  we  profess  to  be  ex- 
clusively primitive  ?  Alas !  is  not  this  to  witness  against  ourselves,  like  coward 
sinners,  who  hope  to  serve  the  world,  without  giving  up  God  s  service !" — 
Tracts,  vol.  ii.  Records  of  the  Church,  No.  26,  pp.  2,  3.  **  Now  that  Rome 
has  added,  and  we  have  omitted,  in  the  catalogue  of  sacred  doctrines,  what  is 
left  to  us  but  to  turn  our  eyes  sorrowfully  and  reverently  to  those  ancient 
times,  and  with  Bishop  Ken,  make  it  our  profession  to  live  and  ^  die  in  the 
faith  of  the  Catholic  Church  before  the  division  of  the  East  and  West.' " — 
i&.p.  11. 

*'In  our  own  day  indications  of  something  like  persecution  against  the 
Church  have  been  accompanied  by  a  simultaneous  movement  withm  her,  not 
only  to  fortify  and  repair  her  strong-holds,  to  go  about  and  mark  her  bulwarks, 
but  after  those  higher  privileges,  those  pleasant  fields  which  are  hers  by  in- 
heritance ;  as  if  she  had  begun  to  look  out  upon  them  from  the  windows  of  her 
prison-house,  and  to  inhale  their  refreshing  nragrance." — I'ract  86,  p.  70.  See 
also  Tract  71,  V.S. 

It  is  impossible  not  to  admit  the  truth  of  Dr.  Wiseman's  comment  on  lan- 
guage of  this  kind. 

'^  General  dissatisfaction  at  the  system  of  the  Anglican  Church  is  clearly 
expressed  in  the  words  of  these  authors ;  it  is  not  a  olame  cast  on  one  article 


AND   LTTUBGY.-— COMMENT   OF   DR.  WISEMAN.  515 

Keformation,  the  Church  has  experienced  seasons  of  trial,  and 
is  experiencing  such  a  season  now.  On  the  one  hand,  a  dis- 
position may  be  perceived,  not  only  to  slight  her  authority  and 
formularies,  but  to  compromise  her  Apostolical  character,  and  to 
merge  her  distinctive  excellence  iu  the  gulf  of  Protestant  lati- 
tudinarianism — a  disposition,  on  the  other  hand,  may  be  perceived 
to  revert  to  the  once  bygone  fancies  of  Bomish  superstition ;  and 
thence  to  bring  forward  obsolete  notions  and  practices,  which, 
in  common  with  others  from  the  same  repository  of  error,  she  bad 
disallowed  and  repudiated.""  It  will,  perhaps,  be  not  inexpedient, 
if  I  avail  myself  of  our  present  annual  meeting,  for  expanding  the 
sentiment  thus  compendiously  expressed,  and  laying  before  you 
some  of  the  particular  forms  of  trial,  whereby  the  Church  appears 
to  be  beset. 

or  another,  it  is  not  blemish  found  in  one  practice,  or  a  Catholic  want  in  a 
second,  or  a  Protestant  ascendancy  in  a  third ;  but  there  is  an  impatient  sick- 
ness of  the  whole ;  it  is  the  weariness  of  a  man  who  carries  a  bui-then,  it  is  not 
of  any  individual  stick  of  his  fagot  that  he  complains,  it  is  the  bundle  which 
tires  and  worries  him.  The  dependence  of  the  Church  on  the  State,  its 
£gvptian  taskmaster  and  oppressor,  (as  they  deem  it,)  the  want  of  a  proper 
influence  of  the  Clergy  in  the  appointment  of  their  Bishops,  and  of  power  in 
the  Church  in  enforcing  spiritual  measures;  the  destruction  of  all  conciliaiy 
authority  in  the  hierarchy ;  the  Protestant  spirit  of  the  Articles  in  the  a^e- 
gate,  and  their  insupportable  imcatholicism  in  specific  points ;  the  loss  ol  or- 
dinances, sacraments,  and  liturgical  rites ;  the  extinction  of  the  monastic  and 
ascetic  feeling  and  observances;  the  decay  of  'awe,  mysteiy,  tenderness, 
reverence,  devotedness,  and  other  feelings  which  may  be  specially  called 
Catholic;'^  the  miserable  feeling  of  solitariness  and  separation  above  described; 
— ^these  are  but  a  portion  of  the  grievances  whereof  we  meet  complaints  at 
every  turn,  the  removal  of  which  would  involve  so  thorough  a  change  in  the 
essential  condition  of  the  Anglican  Church,  as  these  writers  must  feel  would 
bring  her  within  the  sphere  of  attraction  of  all-absorbing  unity,  and  could  not 
long  withhold  her  from  the  embrace  of  its  centre.**— Z^tter  to  the  Earl  of 
Shrewsbury t  pp.  1 6, 1 7.  The  whole  of  this  letter  is  very  instructive,  as  she wii^ 
the  view  taken  bv  a  shrewd  and  able  Roman  Catholic,  of  the  results  to  which 
the  doctrines  of  the  Tracts  are  leading.     I  extract  two  more  short  passages. 

*'That  the  feelings  which  have  l^n  expressed,  in  favour  of  a  return  to 
nnit^  by  the  Anglican  Church,  are  every  day  widely  spreading  and  deeplpr 
sinkuig,  no  one  who  has  means  of  judging,  1  tnink,  can  doubt.  Those  senti- 
ments have  a  silent  echo  in  hundreds  of  sympathizing  bosoms,  and  they  who 
receive  them  as  sounds  dear  to  them,  are  not  idle  in  communicating  their  own 
thoughts  to  many  more  over  whom  they  have  influence ;  and  thus  has  a  far 
more  general  sense  been  awakened,  than  appears  at  first  sight,  to  the  religious 
state  of  things.  There  are  many  evidences  (which  it  would  be  hardly  proper 
to  detail)  that  Catholic  feelings  have  penetrated  deeper  into  society  than  at 
first  one  would  saspect.  Whole  parishes  have  received  the  leaven,  and  it  is 
fermenting;  and  places  where  it  might  least  be  expected,  seem  to  have  received 
it  in  more  secret  and  mysterious  ways." — Letter^  p.  21.  And  again :  "Expe- 
rience has  now  shewn  that  the  country  population  are  ready  to  receive  without 
murmuring,  indeed  with  Dlea8ure,the  Catholic  views  propounded  from  Oxfordr 
and  indeed,  even  more,  when  taught  through  regular  parochial  instruction."—" 
pp.  40,  41. 

*  Letter  to  Dr.  Jelf^  p.  26.    Second  edition. 
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2.  In  thus  referring  to  the  Roman  errors,  to  which,  although 
noticed  last  in  the  foregoing  extract,  it  is  my  purpose  to  direct,  on 
this  occasion,  your  first  attention,  you  will  naturally  understand 
me  as  alluding  to  certain  publications,  under  the  title  of  '^  Tracts 
for  the  Times,^  which  have  of  late  been  the  subject  of  much  public 
discussion. 

18.  Be  it  our  second  caution,  that,  in  our  extreme  reverence  and 
affection  for  the  Holy  Catholic  and  Apostolic  Church  of  Christ  at 
large,  we  do  not  abate  the  feelings,  and  restrict  the  conduct  of 
dutiful  respect,  which  become  us  in  relation  to  our  national  branch 
of  it. 

19*  To  be  conscious,  on  good  grounds,  that  we  are  true  mem- 
bers of  the  Catholic  Church  of  Christ,  such  as  she  was  founded 
under  his  authority  by  his  Apostles,  is  one  of  the  purest  and 
most  abundant  sources  of  delight,  which,  in  our  present  state  of 
trial  have  been  vouchsafed  to  us  by  our  God  and  Redeemer.  But 
all  the  means  of  grace  and  holiness,  all  the  blessings  of  Apostolical 
Doctrine  and  fellowship,  are  possessed  by  us  in  our  National  Church  ; 
and  it  is  by  communion  with  her  that  we  have  communion  with 
"  the  Holy  Church  throughout  all  the  world."  To  her,  our  holy 
mother  in  Christ  Jesus  our  Lord,  our  first,  our  best,  our  inos«t 
affectionate  regards  are  due ;  the  regards  of  dutiful  children  to  a 
tender  parent,  deserving  of  all  love  and  honour. 

20.  By  the  reformation  of  the  errors  into  which  she  had  fallen 
under  the  domination  of  Romish  t3rranny,  and  by  her  restoration 
to  evangelical  purity  of  Faith  and  soundness  of  Doctrine,  by  the 
holy  aspirations  of  her  Liturgical  Devotions,  by  the  integrity  and 
uncorruptedness  of  her  Ritual,  she  claims  our  filial  confidence, 
as  in  this  kingdom  the  legitimate  descendant  of  primeval,  and 
the  unrivalled  glory  of  modem,  Christendom.  Imperfections  may, 
perhaps,  be  found  in  some  of  her  provisions,  (as  in  what  of  human 
composition  will  there  not !)  by  those  who  search  for  them  with  an 
eagle-eye.  But,  should  such  be  discovered  here  and  there,  it  may 
be  matter  of  grave  and  earnest  deliberation  with  us,  my  brethren, 
whether  with  respect  to  her  who  bore  us  at  our  new  birth,  and 
carried  us  in  her  arms,  and  nurtured  us  at  her  bosom,  and  trained 
us  to  tread  in  the  paths  of  righteousness,  and  strengthened  us  by 
the  imposition  of  hands  episcopal,  and  continually  accustomed  us  to 
worship  God  in  the  beauty  of  holiness,  and  fed  us  with  the  Bread 
of  Life,  and  gave  us  to  drink  of  the  Waters  of  Salvation,  and  sent 
us  forth,  as  her  Ministers  and  representatives,  under  a  solemn 
pledge  to  ^^give  our  faithful  diligence,  always  so  to  minister  the 
Doctrine  and  Sacraments,  and  the  discipline  of  Christ,  as  the  Lord 
hath  commanded,  and  as  she  hath  received  the  same  ?^*  it  may, 
I  say,  be  matter  of  most  serious  deliberation  with  us,   my  brc- 

*  Ordination  of  Priests. 
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thren,  in  our  relation  to  our  Holy  Mother  Church,  whether  it 
behoves  us  to  put  forward,  unfold,  descant,  and  enlarge  upon 
her  fancied  imperfections,  after  the  manner  of  some  of  the  com- 
positions now  under  our  consideration ;  whether  it  be  well  to 
suggest  with  one,  that  ^'she  is  in  need  of  a  second  Reforma- 
tion;^* to  exhort  with  another,  that,  till  her  members  be 
stirred  up  to  a  certain  religious  course,  ^^  the  Church  sit  still,  be 
content  to  be  in  bondage,  work  in  chains,  submit  to  her  imper- 
fections as  a  punishment,  go  on  teaching  with  the  stammering 
lips  of  ambiguous  formularies,  and  inconsistent  precedents,  and 
principles  but  partially  developed ;"-(-  to  plead  with  another, 
that  ^'  until  God  be  pleased  to  amend  it,  we  may  rest  contented 
with  our  lot;^j  to  contend  with  another,  that  ^^the  English 
Church  seems  to  give  an  uncertain  sound ;  that  she  fails  in  one 
of  her  very  principal  duties,  that  of  witnessing  plainly  and  di- 
rectly to  Catholic  truth,  that  she  seems  to  include  what  she 
ought  to  repel,  to  teach  what  she  ought  to  anathematize ;'"  \\  to 
argue  with  another,^  that  we  must  ^^  unprotestantize  the  national 
Church,*"  that  we  "  cannot  stand  where  we  are,'^  that  "  as  we  go 
on  we  must  recede  more  and  more  from  the  principles,  if  any 
such  there  be,  of  the  English  Reformation : '''  §  whether  it  be 
well  to  hold  up  to  admiration  the  excellence  and  beauty  of  the 
ancient  Catholic  Breviary  in  comparison  with  the  English  Book 
of  Common  Prayer,  and  to  expose  her  rites  and  ceremonies  to 
an  invidious  comparison  with  those  of  earlier  times  by  the  re- 
flection, '^  that,  although  the  details  of  the  early  ritual  varied  in 
importance,  and  corrupt  additions  were  made  in  the  middle 
ages,  yet,  as  a  whole,  the  Catholic  ritual  was  a  precious  posses- 
sion ;  and  if  we,  who  have  escaped  from  Popery,  have  lost  not 
only  the  possession,  but  the  sense  of  its  value,  it  is  a  serious 
question  whether  we  are  not  like  men  who  recover  from  some 
grievous  illness  with  the  loss  or  injury  of  their  sight  or  hearing ; 
whether  we  are  not  like  the  Jews  returned  from  captivity,  who 
could  never  find  the  rod  of  Aaron,  or  the  Ark  of  the  Covenant, 
which,  indeed,  had  ever  been  hid  from  the  world,  but  then  was 
removed  from  the  temple  itself/^  If  Whether  such  positions  as 
these,  my  brethren,  bent  the  lips  of  filial  affection  and  duty,  is 
submitted  to  your  deliberation;  for  my  own  part,  amidst  this 
language  of  disparagement  and  derogation,  methinks  to  my  ear  a 

*  Tracts  for  the  Times,  No.  41.  t  Tract,  No.  90,  Introduction, 

X  •2>r.  Putey*s  Letter  to  the  Archbishop  t^f  Canterbury,  p.  22. 
II   WanTsFew  More  Words,  p.  29.  §  BrUish  Critic,  No.  lis.  p.  45. 

U  Tracts,  No.  34,  at  the  end. 


^  The  Rbv.  Frbdbrick  Oakblxt,  M.A.,  Fellow  of  Balliol  College,  Oxford ;  Pre- 
bendary of  Lichfield,  and  Ulinister  of  Margaret  Chapel,  Mary-le-fione. — £x>. 
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plaintive  voice  calmly,  but  feelingly  responds,  "  If  I  be  a  parent, 
wbere  is  my  honour  f^'^ 

21.  Be  it  our  third  caution,  that  we  do  not,  out  of  a  fond  re- 
spect for  the  bygone  usages  of  Antiquity,  infringe  the  duty  w^hich 
we  owe  to  our  National  Church,  in  a  faithful  observance  of  her 
Ordinances,  and  of  her  Ordinances  only. 

22.  At  the  era  of  the  Reformation,  by  the  agency  of  her  sons, 
well  versed  as  they  were  in  the  history  and  writings  of  the  early 
Church,  the  Anglican  Church  compiled  her  form  of  prayer  for 
her  people,  after  the  likeness,  so  far  as  change  of  circumstances 
would  permit,  in  all  respects,  on  the  principles  of  the  Catholic 
Church  in  her  purest  ages.  In  the  exercise  of  a  sound  judg- 
ment upon  matters  indifferent  or  questionable,  some  things  she 
chose,  and  others  she  rejected ;  and  as  the  progressive  light  of 
Divine  knowledge  beamed  more  clearly  on  her  vision,  clouded  as 
it  had  been  by  the  obscurity  of  the  mediaeval  corruptions,  she 
continued  to  make  successive  improvements,  until  her  Liturgy 
was  liberated  from  all  essential  error,  and  attained  comparative 
perfection. 

23.  Thus  she  appointed  her  Sundays,  and  other  festivals  or  holy- 
days,  for  Divine  service,  besides  the  order  of  her  Daily  Prayers ; 
she  appropriated  the  morning  and  evening  of  each  day  to  the 
matins  and  evensong  of  her  congregations;  and,  from  various 
rites,  which  had  been  used  for  religious  solemnities,  she  selected 
those  which  having,  in  principle  at  least,  the  sanction  of  Holy 
Scripture,  as  well  as  of  ecclesiastical  antiquity,  and  being  fitted 
withal  for  edification,  and  conducive  to  "  the  doing  of  all  things 
in  a  seemly  and  due  order,^*  appeared  to  her  requisite  to  be 
retained ;  whilst,  with  a  clear  discrimination  and  salutary  dis- 
cretion, she  repudiated  or  omitted  others. 

24.  It  is  a  fit  subject  for  our  cautionary  consideration  again, 
whether  it  be  conduct  worthy  of  commendation  and  imitation,  or 
whether  it  be  not  rather  to  be  dispraised  and  avoided,  if  the  things 
which  the  Church  hath  set  aside,  her  modem  sons  betray  a  dis- 
position to  re-establish,  and  to  engraft  upon  them  others  of  a  like 
character;  whether  a  tendency,  at  least,  to  disrespect  for  her 
decisions  be  not  manifested  by  them,  who,  after  the  pattern  of  the 
ordinances  of  the  earlier  Church,  but,  in  deviation  from  those  of 
their  own  mother,  would  fain  institute  new  festivals  for  annual 
celebration,    and    institute  new  services:    for  example — ^by  the 

*  Bwk  qf  Common  Praifer,    Of  Ceremonies. 


»  Compare  Bishop  Mant's  opinion  of  the  conduct  of  Messrs.  Pussy,  Nkwman, 
Ward,  Oakblxt,  and  other  leadert  of  the  Party,  in  this  particular,  with  the  remarks 
of  the  Bishop  op  St.  David's,  par.  66,  p.  603,  supra,^Ei>, 
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appropriation  of  the  2l8t  of  Marcb^  under  the  title  of  '*  Bishop 
Ken's  day,''*  *  in  honour  of  one  of  her  holy  bishops  and  confes- 
sors, and  by  the  construction  of  another  special  ''service  in 
commemoration  of  the  dead  in  Christ  ^^ -f-  would  fain  for  her 
morning  and  evening  services,  distribute  her  seasons  of  prayer 
into  seven  daily  hours,^  after  a  fanciful,  but  unauthorized,  hypo- 
thesis of  the  precedent  of  Apostolical  worship  ;|  and  would  fain 
withal,  in  opposition  to  the  judgment,  which  the  Church  herself 
saw  cause  to  adopt,  after  much  deliberation,  and  in  her  better 
mind,  revert  to  the  obsolete  and  antiquated  practice  of  Prayers  for 
the  Dead. 

25.  It  is  true  that  these  alterations  have  not  been  proposed  for 
public  adoption  in  the  Church.  But  they  are  indications  of  the 
bearing  of  the  <  mind  of  those  by  whom  they  are  commended. 
They  shew  a  restlessness  of  thought ;  a  dissatisfaction  with  the 
actual  devotions  of  the  Church,  and  a  hankering  after  other 
things  "  more  excellent  and  beautiful.'"  And  they  are  thus  cal- 
culated to  shake  in  others,  especially  in  youthful  and  unsteady 
minds,  their  esteem  for  the  Church's  provisions,  and  their  con- 
fidence in  her  learning,  piety,  and  wiisdom.  An  opening  is  thus 
likely  to  be  made  for  numberless  innovations  in  our  worship. 

26.  In  the  same  spirit  of  reverting  to  the  example  of  early,  but 
not  Scriptural,  Apostolical,  and  Primeval  Antiquity,  and  in 
counteraction  of  the  significant,  though  silent,  self-correction  of 
the  English  Church,  there  are  those  who  have  seen  good  to  mix 
water  .with  the  wine  at  the  Holy  Communion.^  As  in  the  same 
spirit,  and,  notwithstanding  the  like  disapproval  of  the  Church, 
others  might  proceed,  should  they  see  good,  to  revive  Exorcism,^ 

•  TnusCs,  No.  76,  p.  126.  f  Ibid,  p  136.  t  Ibid.  No.  76,  pp.  4, 6. 


^  SpeeimeiiB  of  the  Service  drawn  up  by  the  Tractarians  for  Bishop  Kxn*8  day,  will 
be  found  in  Note  7,  p*  60,  supr€L — Ed. 

5  See  Mr.  Williams'  first  Tract  on  Heserve,  No.  80,  pp.  68—73.  See  also 
ffortB  CanonioBf  or  Devotions  for  the  Seven  Stated  Hours  of  Prayer,  This  "  little 
manual  of  devotion"  is  stated  by  the  Editor  to  be  ^'  a  translation  from  the  Daily  Hours 
of  the  Roman  Breviary  *,'*  and  was  published  in  1841,  as  "  a  salutary  and  well-devised 
form  of  daily  religious  exercises/*  ..."  care  having  been  taken  to  leave  out  all 
collects^  aDdhymns,  and  invocatory  addresses,  tohich  might  seem  to  be  at  variance  with 
tehai  is  truly  Primitive  and  Co/Ao/tc."— Preface,  pp.  i.  v.  vi.  The  reader  may  judge 
from  specimens  in  Appendix  K,  to  what  extent  the  work  of  expurgation  has  been 
carried  by  the  Translator  of  this  little  manual — Ed. 

0  I  had  occasion,  three  years  since,  in  a  Letter  to  Dr.  Pusey^  to  call  attention  to 
Mr.  Nxwman*8  vindication  of  himself  from  the  charge  of  having  vioUted  the  Rubric, 
by  mixing  water  with  the  wine  used  at  the  administration  of  the  Sacrament  of  the 
I^nrd's  Supper,  as  a  most  painful  indication  of  the  tendency  of  the  Tractarian  system, 
to  produce  a  moral  obliquity,  and  to  darken  the  perception  of  rieht  and  wrong  in  the 
minds  of  those  under  its  influence.  *^Is  there  not  a  causey'''*  ^o,  p.  i7. — ^The  facts  of  the 
case,  with  the  observations  of  Mr.  Goliohtlt,  in  his  Brief  Remarks  upon  No.  90,  second 
edititm,  ^c,  will  be  found  in  Appendix  K. — Ed. 

'^  A  correspondent  of  the  Church  Intell^encer,  not  long  since,  speaking  of  the  Seventy* 
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and  other  obsolete  usages,  practised  of  old  time  in  the  ministTa- 
tion  of  Holy  Baptism. 

See  also  Pan.  13—17,  in  Chap.  VIII. ;  30,  in  Chap.  XXI.  ;  and  43—45,  in 

Chap.  XVIII. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  op  Exeter. — 1842. 
Vide  Par.  46  and  68,  in  Chap.  XXI. 

MusoRAVE,  Bishop  of  Hereford. — 1842. 
See  Pars.  18,  in  Chap.  XXL,  19, 20. 23,  24,  in  Chi^p.  XXIV. 

63.  If  "  our  Service  be  defective,"  as  some  have  thought,  it  is 
defective  in  having  excluded  many  usages  favoured  by  Catholic 
Antiquity,  and  embodied  in  some  ancient  Liturgies,  purely  because 
they  had  no  Scriptural  foundation  and  authority. 

54.  An  example  of  such  caution,  we  may  instance,  in  the  case  of 
Prayers  for  the  Dead,  which  undoubtedly  had  the  sanction  of  early- 
times,  and  were  retained  for  some  years  in  the  Reformed  Church  of 
England.  When  for  just  and  wise  reasons  the  practice  was  dis- 
continued, the  heading  also  of  the  prayer  *^for  the  Church  militant,'*'" 
was  altered  by  the  addition  ^^  here  in  earth " — both  the  addition 
and  the  omission  proving,  so  distinctly  as  to  leave  no  room,  one 
might  think,  for  after  debate,  the  mind  of  the  Church  upon  the 
subject.® 

OoPLESTON,  Bishop  of  Llandaff. — 1842. 

30.  And  this,^  I  fear,  will  be  the  effect  on  many  minds  if  obso- 
lete Ceremonies  are  revived,  especially  such  as  approximate  to  those 
of  Borne.  For  where  can  be  the  advantage  of  drawing  us  nearer 
than  we  now  are  in  outward  observances?  when,  too,  it  is  uni- 
versally admitted  that  Rome  will  never  draw  nearer  to  us  ?  And 
when  we  consider  how  much  mankind  are  influenced  by  superficial 
and  merely  conventional  practices,  which  smooth  the  way  towards 
a  C4)alition  in  more  important  matters,  do  we  not  risk  giving  offence 


second  Canon,  giayely  requested  the  opinion  of  the  readers  of  that  Journal  upon  the 
following  point ' — 

"  Is  it  here  the  implied  belief  of  the  Church,  that,  with  (ne)  *  the  license  and 
direction  of  the  Bishop,*  a  Minister  can  (sic)  '  cast  out  any  devil  or  devils  ?* — It  seems 
from  the  Canon,  that  this  con  be  done  ;  and  /  should  be  one  of  the  lasi  to  wag  that  U 
cannot "  !^^Ed. 

A  The  Rbv.  Isaac  Williams  thus  describes  the  effect  of  this  alteration.  **  From 
the  prayer  *  for  the  Church  Militant,*  we  have  excluded  the  more  solemn  commenda- 
tion to  God,  and  Prayer  for  the  Dead,  Tliis  is  a  moving  thought ;  for  may  we  not 
venture  to  consider  it  in  this  light,  that  we  are  by  this  easdMsion^  cu  it  were,  w  same  deyree 
disunited  from  the  former  communion  of  those  departed  Saints  who  are  now  with  Girist,  as  if 
scarce  toorihy  to  profess  ourselves  one  with  tA«ni."— .Tracts,  No.  d^^  p.  21.-^]>, 

9  See  Par.  29,  in  Chap.  XXIII_£d. 
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to  weak  minds,  and  put  a  snare  in  their  way,  if  we  appear  to  attach 
valne  to  what  is  in  its  own  nature  indifferent,  merely  because  a 
Church  notoriously  corrupt  in  essentials,  retains  it,  and  sets  a  value 
npon  it !  She  has  attractions  enough  already,  calculated  to  entrap 
and  to  mislead  simple  and  unstable  minds.  Why  should  we  add 
to  them  !• 

31.  The  rule  of  Christian  charity  inculcated  by  St.  Paul  is,  not 
to  use  our  liberty  so  as  to  hurt  another  man's  conscience.  How 
weak  mankind  are  apt  to  be  in  minute  points  connected  with  re- 
ligion, the  history  of  all  religious  disputes  sufficiently  proves.  To 
men  of  the  present  day  the  agitation  caused  about  matters  of  Cere- 
mony, even  among  powerful  and  well-informed  minds,  during  the 
progress  of  the  Reformation,  is  almost  inconceivable  ; — the  matters 
in  £spute  being  the  lawfulness  of  Clerical  Vestments,  the  use  of  the 
sign  of  the  Cross  in  Baptism,  and  of  the  Ring  in  Marriage,  and 
others  of  the  like  unimportant  nature,  about  which  men  not  only 
fiercely  contended,  but  were  even  ready  to  lay  down  their  lives. 
These  examples,  however,  are  instructive  on  that  very  account ;  for 
they  teach  us  to  be  tender  and  scrupulous  in  regard  to  the  con- 
science of  another,  lest  what  we  look  upon  as  insignificant,  or  a 
mere  ceremony,  should  be  the  means  of  misleading  the  judgment  or 
of  disturbing  the  faith  of  any  member  of  the  Church.  We  ought 
undoubtedly  to  make  great  allowance  for  religious  prejudices,  ori- 
ginating in  early  education  and  long  use,  supported,  too,  by  hi^h 
authority,  provided  they  do  not  militate  against  any  essential 
Christian  Doctrine.  When  they  are  not  positivel v  hurtful,  we  may 
leave  them  to  die  of  themselves,  following  the  illustrious  example 
set  by  St.  Paul,  and  at  length  by  all  the  Apostles,  in  reference  to 
the  Mosaic  law.  But  I  cannot  think  the  same  allowance  due  to 
those  who  have  not  been  trained  and  educated  in  usages  closely 
allied  to  the  corrupt  doctrines  we  have  abjured,  and  which  justly 
excite  an  apprehension  that  if  solemnly  authorized,  they  may  revive 
the  corruption  together  with  the  kindred  ceremony. 

32.  The  wisdom  and  charity  of  our  Reformers,  in  gently  weaning 
the  public  mind  from  their  false  religion,  cannot  be  too  highly  com- 
mended. I  know  not  whether  a  more  interesting  portion  of  that 
great  historical  lesson  can  be  found  than  the  changes  made  in  the 

*  See  Dt,  Pu8ey*8  Letter  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  p.  12,  et  seq.i 


1  The  reader  will  find  the  ''many  sympathies**  which  Rome  possesses  ''to  draw 
persons  to  herself,"  still  more  fully  displayed  by  Dr.  Pusxv  in  his  Let^  to  Dr,  Jdf  in 
yindieation  of  Tract  90,  p.  164,  et  seq.  Dr.  Pusey^s  Letter  is  dated  May,  1841  ;  sub- 
sequent events  have,  unhappily,  borne  little  testimony  to  the  correctness  of   his 


strong  bias  towards  Rome,  have  been  nocnend  hv  our  teaekmg.^*  pp.  164.  166.  See  the 
melancholy  catalogue  of  secessions  from  Tractananiam  to  Popezy  since  October,  134,1, 
in  Appeniux  H. — Ed. 
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Liturgy  between  the  first  and  the  last  years  of  King  Edward's 
reign.  They  illustrate  the  principle  of  which  I  am  speaking  in  a 
remarkable  manner.  But  the  chief  inference  I  would  now  draw 
from  the  example  is,  that  to  inf>ert  that  order  has  a  tendency  to 
undo  their  work,  and  to  cast  a  slur  upon  their  holy  memory.  Many 
Ceremonies  which  they  retained  would  probably  be  omitted  if  the 
work  were  begun  anew  in  our  own  time ;  and  certainly  the  $pirit 
of  their  proceeding  is  opposed  to  the  revival  of  those  which  are 
fallen  into  disuse,  merely  because  they  once  prevailed,  unless  a 
positive  and  edifying  advantage  can  be  shewn  to  arise  from  them.^ 

•^4.  But  it  is  not  merely  our  defective  Ordinances  that  some  of 
these  writers  censure.  Even  important  points  of  Faith  are  not 
sufficiently  set  forth,  according  to  their  judgment,  in  our  Liturgy. 
For  instance,  it  is  said  that,  although  we  recognise  the  Communion 
of  Saints,  as  an  article  of  our  creed,  yet  '^  little  of  it  is  heard  among" 
us.^^t-  This  sentiment  seems  to  be  a  favourite  and  a  growing  one. 
But  if  we,  as  compared  with  the  Church  of  Rome,  say  little  about 
it,  is  there  not  a  cause  i  Is  it  not  because  we  knoto  little  about  it, 
except  the  general  truth ! 

35.  And  is  it  not  from  a  pretended  knowledge,  beyond  what  was 
ever  revealed,  ^'  intruding  into  those  things  which  man  has  not  been 
permitted  to  see,^'  that  Rome  has  engendered  that  monstrous  brood 
of  superstitions  relating  to  Angels  and  Saints,  and  their  intercourse 
with  man,  and  their  tutelary  influence,  which,  together  with  the 
Doctrine  of  Purgatory,  and  Indulgences,  and  Relics,  and  Shrines, 
has  converted  the  simplicity  of  the  Gospel  into  a  religion  much 
more  resembling  Heathen  Mythology  than  the  Doctrines  of 
Scripture !  When  we  thus  see  the  source  of  the  error,  and  its  per- 
nicious consequences,  and  when  the  flagrant  impiety,  borrowed  from 
the  Roman  Senate,  is  to  this  day  practised,  called  Canonization  of 
deceased  individuals,  who  are  declared  to  be  already  in  heaven,  and 
capable  of  hearing  our  prayers,  and  of  interceding  for  us,^  is  it  not 

*  See  the  Notes  for  the  more  Plain  EapUoation  and  Decent  Minialraiion  of  Tkmg*  con- 
tained in  ihia  Book,  appended  to  the  Chapter  entitled  "  Of  Ceremonies,  why  some 
be  abolished  and  some  retained.^  These  notes  appear  in  the  First  Liturgy,  bat 
are  omitted  in  the  Second.  One  of  these  notes  says, ''  as  touching,  kneeling,  crosrang, 
holding  up  of  hands,  knocking  upon  the  breast,  and  other  gestures,  they  may  be  vtao^ 
or  left,  as  every  man^s  devotion  serveth,  without  blame." 

I  cannot  but  wish  that  this  whole  admirable  Chapter  entitled  *'  of  Ceremonies,**  still 
prefixed  to  our  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  was  more  £amiiiarlv  known  to  our  Clergy, 
and  naore  frequently  explained  to  the  people.  Dr.  Cardwell,  whose  publications  have 
supplied  us  with  the  most  valuable  materials  for  understanding  and  judging  of  all 
questions  concerning  the  National  Church,  and  its  contests  with  Dissenters,  never 
rendered  a  more  acceptable  service  to  it,  than  by  re-editing  the  Liturgies  of  Edward  V  L, 
in  a  comparative  form,  with  a  very  judicious  and  instructive  Prefab. 

+  Dr.  Pusey*s  Letter  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  p.  12. 


s  Thus,  in  a  Sermon  lately  preached  before  the  University  of  Oxford,  by  the  Rxv. 
Thos.  Ed.  Morris,  M.A.,  Student  and  Tutor  of  Ckrist  Churchy "  Laud,  tlie  martyred  Arch- 
bishop^**  is  referred  to  with  the  hope  that  he  "  still  intercedes  for  this  Churchy  whose 
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our  duty  to  be  cautious  and  reserved  in  our  teaching  on  this  point, 
lest  we  also  fall  into  the  like  condemnation  ? 

36.  And  yet  it  is  by  no  means  a  just  complaint,  that  in  our 
Church  this  Doctrine  is  either  untaught  or  little  regarded.  The 
Collect  for  All  Saints^  Day  alone  comprises  all  that  a  Romanist  has 
any  warrant  from  Scripture  to  say  on  this  subject.  In  the  Com- 
munion Service  we  join  in  swelling  the  heavenly  chorus  of  praise 
and  thanksgiving  from  the  '^  whole  family  in  heaven  and  earth ;  ^ 
and  in  the  Burial  Service  a  most  affecting  acknowledgment  is  made 
of  the  same  blessed  community,  with  a  fervent  prayer  that  we,  to- 

?fether  with  our  departed  brethren,  may  form  one  happy  and  holy 
raternity  in  the  kingdom  of  our  Redeemer. 

37.  There  are  other  complaints  of  the  insufficiency  of  our  reli- 
gious Offices  and  Formularies,  scattered  through  these  writings,  to 
which  I  have  neither  time  nor  inclination  now  particularly  to  advert. 
But  I  must  again  declare  my  decided  opinion,  that  these  complaints 
arise  more  from  the  indulgence  of  a  morbid  feeling  in  religious 
matters — ^a  feeling  which,  when  supported  by  ability  and  learning 
and  a  reputation  for  sanctity,  is  highly  contagious — than  from  any 
reasonable  cause  of  dissatisfaction. 

See  also  Pars.  21,  22.  26.  33,  in  Chap.  XIX. 

44.  If  there  were  merely  a  cessation  from  such  discussions,  time 
would  be  given  for  the  judgment  to  regain  its  empire ;  and  then, 
even  giving  them  credit  for  having  pointed  out  real  defects  and 
irregularities  in  our  Church  system,  yet  these,  upon  a  calm  and 
dispassionate  consideration,  would  appear  to  be  but  as  "  dust  in  the 
balance,"  when  weighed  against  the  evils  from  which  our  Re- 
formation delivered  us,  and  from  a  return  to  which  the  Articles  of 
our  Church  are  provided  as  a  perpetual  security. 

45.  If  ever  the  bold  figure,  by  which  our  Lord  characterized  the 
folly  of  the  Pharisees,  were  applicable  to  disputes  amolig  Christians, 
it  surely  is  to  these.  "  To  strain  at  a  gnat''  is  but  a  feeble  de- 
signation of  some  of  their  strictures  upon  certain  alleged  incon- 
sistencies in  our  Ritual  or  our  Formularies ;  while  the  palliation  of 
Popish  enormities,  with  which  the  same  Tracts  abound,  almost 
forces  a  suspicion  of  the  sincerity  of  the  writers. 

46.  But  I  do  not  charge  insincerity  upon  them.  Their  charac- 
ters stand  too  high  for  that  imputation.  It  is  merely  that  infirmity 
of  mind  to  which  we  are  all  liable  when  engaged  and  absorbed  in  a 
favourite  pursuit;  and  it  is  similar  to  certain  optical  illusions, 
which  have  their  origin,  not  in  the  organ  of  sight,  but  in  the  mind 
— enlarging  or  diminishing  objects,  not  according  to  their  true 

enemies  he  resisted  unto  death,  and  for  this  ancient  seat  of  prayer  and  holy  contem- 
plation, for  which  he  did  so  much."— fibrmon,  ^c,  p.  30.  The  writer  of  the  Sermon 
was  snhsequently  called  upon  by  the  Vice- Chancellor  to  express  his  assent  to  the 
Twenty-second  Article ;  a  precaution  the  sufficiency  of  which  has  been  sadly  impaired^ 
if  not  totally  destroyed,  by  the  sophistries  of  Tract  90.-.£d. 
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dimensions,  but  to  some  preconceived  idea  of  their  relative  position 
to  ourselves. 

47.  I  have  already  adverted  to  the  Pontifical  Supremacy  as  an 
instance  of  this  kind ;'  as  if  it  were  a  thing  essential  to  the  Unity  of 
the  Church.  Yet  to  all  learned  inquirers,  not  only  is  this  claim 
known  to  be  an  innovation^  but  the  very  notion  that  Church  Unity 
at  all  consisted  in,  or  was  in  the  slightest  degree  connected  with 
the  supremacy  of  any  one  individualy  as  Vicegerent  of  Christ  upon 
earth,  or  of  any  one  See^  as  pre-eminent  over  all  the  rest,  is  an  inno- 
vation also.  It  was  unheard  of  during  the  first  five  centuries. 
And  if  this  plea  be  groundless,  what  other  is  left!  Or  what 
shadow  of  excuse  can  be  offered  for  that  apparent  attachment  to 
Rome,  as  being  in  some  sense  our  parent,  our  mother,  the  source  of 
our  own  spiritual  existence ! 

48.  Even  if  this  island  had  first  received  the  Gospel  from  that 
quarter,  which  it  did  not,  or  if  its  first  Bishop  had  been  sent  from 
thence,  yet  this  would  have  afforded  no  reason  whatever  for  sub- 
mission in  after  ages  to  her  authority — ^any  more  than  the  Episcopal 
Church  of  America  is  now  bound  to  be  guided  by  a  council  of  this 
nation,  because  her  first  Bishops  were  consecrated  here.  With  the 
Scriptures  for  our  guide,  and  with  the  clear  historical  proof  we  have 
of  the  practice  and  discipline  of  the  Church  in  the  first  ages,  it  is 
trifling  with  our  understandings  to  assign  such  reasons  for  alle- 
giance, or  deference,  or  even  attachment  to  that  See.*  Yet  if  we 
reject  these  reasons,  the  whole  spell  by  which  Christendom  was  held 
in  thraldom  is  broken  at  once,  and  the  illusion  vanishes. 

49.  Again,  they  bid  us  cherish  every  right  and  custom  which 
has  what  they  call  a  Catholic  character.  Under  this  abused  word 
lurks  a  mischievous  fallacy,  if  by  it  Borne  be  at  all  regarded  as 
preserving  with  fidelity  the  universal  practice  of  early  times. 
Rome  is  no  criterion  of  Catholicism,  in  the  genuine  sense  of  that 
term.  As  a  criterion^  we  ought  rather  to  suspect  it  than  consult  it. 
Her  frauds  and  impieties  and  superstitions,  with  which  she  has 
overloaded  Christianity,  far  outnumber  the  pure  Ordinances  and 
Doctrines  of  the  Primitive  Church,  which  she  has  been  the  means 
of  transmitting  to  the  Western  Branch  of  it.  To  Borne,  therefore, 
as  evidence  of  what  is  Catholic^  when  any  doubt  arises,  no  credit  is 
due.  It  is  to  that  noble  army  of  pious,  honest,  learned,  and  intrepid 
men  who  burst  the  bonds  of  Rome,  that  we  turn ;  and  when  we 
find  that  their  opinions  were  held  by  the  early  Fathers  of  the 
Church,  and  were  carefully  compared  with  and  deduced  from 
their  writings,  we  want  no  Papal  confirmation ;  we  only  inquire 
whether  the  Ordinances  thus  transmitted  from  Apostolic  times  are 
agreeable  to  the  Scriptures,  and  we  admit  their  claim  to  our  devout 


3  See  Par.  20,  in  Chap.  XXV.— Ed. 

*  See  extract  from  a  Letter  to  a  Protetiant  Cathoiio,  by  the  Riv.  William  PalmxBj 
M.  A.,  Fellow  and  Tutor  qf  Moffdalene  College^  Qjfford,  note  9,  p.  62,  eupra. 
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acceptance,  though  still  we  yenture  not  to  pronounce  their  in- 
dispensable obligation  as  necessary  to  salvation. 

50.  Of  this  kind  are  the  Sabbatical  Observance  of  the  Lord's 
Day,  the  practice  of  Infant  Baptism,  the  three  Orders  of  Bishop, 
Priest,  and  Deacon,  the  Ordination  by  Episcopal  hands,  and  a 
Tariety  of  forms  which  tend  to  edification  in  the  Offices  of  our 
Church. 

Blomfibld,  Bishop  of  London. — 1842. 

52.  I  strongly  disapprove  of  the  practice  which,  as  I  am  in- 
formed, has  been  adopted  by  a  few  of  the  Clergy,  of  decorating  the 
Communion-table  with  Flowers;  and  especially  when  that  deco- 
ration is  varied  from  day  to  day,  so  as  to  have  some  fanciful  analogy 
to  the  history  of  the  saint  who  is  commemorated.^  This  appears 
to  me  to  be  something  worse  than  frivolous,  and  to  approach  very 
nearly  to  the  honours  paid  by  the  Church  of  Rome  to  deified 
sinners.  Such  practices  as  these,  which  are  neither  prescribed  nor 
recommended  nor  even  noticed  by  our  Church  nor  sanctioned  by 
general  custom,  throw  discredit  upon  those  decent  Ceremonies,  and 
expressive  Forms,  which  are  intended  to  enliven  the  devotion  of 
those  who  are  engaged  in  the  service  of  God,  and  to  do  honour  to 
His  holy  name. 

53.  It  is  well  observed  by  Bishop  Halifax,  that  **  there  may  be 
too  much  of  form  in  religion,  as  well  as  too  little.     The  one  leads 


*  A  writer  in  the  British  Crilio  thus  advocates,  in  detail,  the  custom  reprobated  by 
his  Lordship : — 

'*  Daring  Lent,  Churches  should  be  clad,  according  to  ancient  practice  in  this 
country,  in  mourning ;  purple  coverings  are  most  proper.  During  the  same  Season, 
the  Altar  should  be  stripped  of  its  ornaments,  and,  u  possible,  some  distinction  should 
be  made  in  this  respect  between  the  Holy  Week  and  the  rest  of  Lent,  as  well  as 
between  Gk>od  Friday  and  the  rest  of  the  Holy  Week.  On  the  contrary,  there  should 
be  tome  special  decoration  on  Festival  Days ;  altar  coverings  and  pulpit  hangings  of 
unusual  richness  ;  or  the  natural  flowers  of  the  season  woven  into  wreaths,  or  placed 
(according  to  primitive  custom)  upon  the  Altar.  These  should  be  chosen  with  especial 
reference  to  the  subject  of  the  Festival.  White  flowers  are  most  proper  on  the  days 
consecrated  to  the  Blessed  Virgin^  as  emblematical  of  sinless  purittf ;  punls  qt  crimson  on 
the  several  Saints*  days  (except  St.  John  Evangelist,  and  perhaps  St  Luke,)  to  signify 
the  blood  of  Martyrdom;  and  on  All-Saints*  day  and  the  Holy  Innocents,  white 
should  be  intermingled,  as  a  memorial  of  virgin  innocence. 

'*  We  deprecate  forced  flowers,  which  look  artificial ;  but  we  believe,  with  a  little 
management,  natural  flowers  of  the  proper  colours  may  be  found  nearly  throughout 
the  year. 

^*  It  is  difficult  to  conceive  a  more  suitable  occupation  for  the  Christian  poor,  than 
that  of  cultivating  flowers  for  such  a  purpose,  and  afterwards  arranging  them.  The 
decoration  of  the  chancel,  however,  should  be  the  especial  privilege  of  the  Minister 
himself.**— i?n^uA  CrUicy  No.  64,  p.  272. 

The  Rev.  F.  E.  Paoibt,  Chajdain  to  the  Bishop  of  Oxford,  has  introduced  the  above 
practice  into  one  of  his  Tradarian  Novels  with  all  due  interest  and  effect.  A  similar 
custom  appears  to  be  observed  by  Mr.  Newman  in  his  Chapel  at  Litilemore,  according 
to  the  testimony  of  a  gentleman  who  "  had  the  privilege  of  being  present  on  tho 
anniversary  of  its  consecration.**  The  flowers  employed  upon  the  occasion  are  stated 
by  another  witness  to  have  been  "red  and  ivhite  Dahlias,  formed  into  wreaths  and 
"*  in  compliance,  probably,  with  the  directions  given  above. — Ed. 
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to  enthusiasm,  the  other  degenerates  into  superstition ;  the  one  is 
Paritanism,  the  other  is  Popery  :  whereas  the  rational  worship  of 
God  is  equally  removed  from  either  extreme." 

54.  In  resisting  an  exaggerated  spiritualism,  we  must  be  careful 
not  to  incur  the  charge  of  materializing  religion ;  and,  above  all, 
we  must  beware  of  arbitrarily  connecting  the  gifts  of  God  with 
Ordinances  of  merely  human  appointment,  and  of  teaching  our 
people  to  place  the  Ceremonies  which  the  Church  has  ordained, 
however  significant  and  laudable,  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
Sacraments  which  have  been  ordained  by  the  Lord  Jesus  Himself.* 
It  is  very  well  to  speak  of  them  as  precious  fragments  of  an 
ancient,  or  perhaps  a  primitive  Ritual ;  but  we  deny  that  they  are 
to  be  cherished  as  any  thing  more  than  decent  and  venerable  usages; 
or  that  we  have  the  slightest  evidence  of  their  being  divinelj 
authorized  portions  of  the  Church's  perpetual  spiritual  sacrifice. 

55.  Ordinances  and  Ceremonies  which  cannot  be  shewn  to  have 
been  instituted  by  the  Apostles,  with  a  direction  for  their  continu- 
ance, are  not  of  perpetual  obligation  upon  the  whole  Church ;  as, 
for  example,  the  appointment  of  an  order  of  Deaconesses,  or 
Widows;  the  Anointing  of  the  Sick  with  oil,  and  some  other 
instances ;  although,  if  we  can  prove  them  to  have  been  used  by  the 
Apostles,  or  make  it  appear  highly  probable  that  they  were  so, 
they  may  not  be  lightly  laid  aside,  nor  changed,  even  by  Churches, 
and  not  at  all  by  individual  Members  of  a  Church.  This  is  the 
Doctrine  of  our  own  Church,  in  the  Preface  to  her  Book  of  Common 
Prayer ;  and  in  this  respect  every  one,  at  least  every  Clergyman,  is 
bound  by  the  laws  of  his  own  Church.  What  they  enjoin,  he  is  to 
practise ;  what  they  forbid,  he  is  to  abstain  from ;  what  they  pnr> 
posely  omit,  he  is  not  to  introduce. 

56.  Prayers  for  the  Dead,  Trine  Immersion  in  Baptism,  the  Kiss 
of  Peace  in  the  Eucharist,  the  Mixing  of  Water  with  Wine  in  the 
Chalice — all  these  were  undoubtedly  ancient  customs,  if  not  all  of 
Primitive  Antiquity;  but  they  are  not  recognised  by  our  own 
Church,  and  they  are,  therefore,  not  to  be  practised  by  its  Ministers.^ 

•  Bishop  Jer.  Taylor,  D'ut.  from  Popertfj  vol.  x.  p.  239,  says, — *^  To  put  our  trust 
and  confidence  in  God  only,  and  to  use  ministries  of  his  own  appointment  and  sancti- 
fication,  is  so  essential  a  duty  owing  by  us  to  God,  that  whoever  trusts  in  any  thing 
but  God^  is  a  breaker  of  the  first  commandment ;  and  he  that  invents  instrumentu 
supports  of  his  own  head,  and  puts  a  subordinate  ministerial  confidence  in  them, 
usurps  the  rights  of  GUkI.**  *'  The  Church  of  Rome  invents  things  of  her  own,  and 
imputes  spiritual  effects  to  those  Sacramentals, — which  because  Grod  did  not  institute, 
and  did  not  sanctify,  they  use  them  without  Faith,  and  rely  upon  them  without  a 
promise,  and  make  themselves  the  fountains  of  those  graces,  and  produce  confidences, 
whose  last  resort  is  not  upon  God,  who  was  neither  the  author,  nor  is  the  approver  of 
them.**  Speaking  of  the  Holy  Water,  he  says,  *^  And  so  the  simplicity  of  Christian 
religion,  the  glory  of  our  dependence  upon  God,  the  wise  order  and  economy  of 
blessings  in  the  Gospel,  the  sacredness  and  mysteriousness  of  Sacraments  and  Divine 
Institutions,  are  disordered  and  dishonoured ;  the  Bishops  and  Priests,  inventing  both 
the  word  and  the  element,  institute  a  kind  of  Sacrament,  in  great  derogation  to  the 
supreme  prerogative  of  Christ.** 

6  See  note  6,  p.  619,  tupra, — Ed. 
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"  Let  no  Minister  of  a  parish,***  says  Bishop  Jeremy  Taylor,  "  in- 
troduce any  Ceremonies,  Kites,  or  Grestures,  though  with  some 
seeming  piety  or  devotion,  which  are  not  commanded  by  the 
Church  and  established  by  law  ;  and  let  these  also  be  wisely  and 
usefully  explicated  to  the  people,  that  they  may  understand  the 
reasons  of  obedience  ;  but  let  there  be  no  more  introduced,  lest  the 
people  be  burdened  unnecessarily,  and  tempted,  or  divided.'^* 

57.  You  are  not  to  take  as  your  rule  and  model  in  this  respect, 
the  early  Church,  nor  the  Primitive  Church ;  but  the  Church  of 
England,  as  she  speaks  in  plain  and  obvious  cases  by  her  Rubric 
and  Canons ;  in  doubtful  and  undecided  ones,  by  her  Bishops.  This 
is  the  language  of  common  sense,  as  it  is  also  of  the  Canon  Law, 
laid  down  by  its  able  interpreter  Van  Espen  :  '^  Singularium  Ecde- 
siarum  Bitus  aique  Ccoremonialiay  sive  Bitualia^  servanda  sunt; 
neqtte  Presbyteris^  aliisve  EceUsioB  Ministris^  riium  prwscriptum  im- 
mutate  licet^  eo  etiam  proetextu^  quod  cantrarius  Bitus  pristince 
JScclesiw  DiscipUnoB  conformior  esset^  videreturque  ad  excitandam 
populi  devotionem^  necnon  ad  explieanda  mysteria^  aptior  et  conveni- 
entior,'"'^  I  earnestly  wish  that  this  rule  were  kept  in  view  by  all 
Clergymen.  We  should  not  then  have  to  complain  of  unwarrant- 
able omissions  and  alteratioDs  of  the  Church'*s  Service  on  the  one 
hand,  nor  of  unauthorized  additions  to  her  Ritual  on  the  other.  I 
confess  that  I  view  the  former  fault  with  less  complacency  than  the 
latter.  I  think  that  a  Clergyman  who  presumes  to  omit  any  part 
of  the  Offices,  which  he  has  solemnly  pledged  himself  to  use  whole 
and  entire,  either  through  haste,  or  negligence,  or,  which  is  still 
worse,  from  a  dislike  of  the  Doctrine  which  they  assert,  offends 
more  grievously  against  the  order  of  the  Church,  than  he  who,  from 
a  mistaken  zeal  for  Antiquity,  revives  obsolete  practices,  or  is 
minutely  scrupulous  in  his  attention  to  the  externals  of  religion. 
It  is  my  earnest  wish  that  you  should  omit  no  part  of  the  solemn 
Services  which  the  Church  has  appointed  to  be  used,  whether  in 
the  administration  of  the  Sacraments,  or  in  what  are  commonly 
termed  the  Occasional  Offices. 

61.  It  is  a  subject^  my  brethren,  of  still  deeper  concern,  that  any 
of  our  body,  though  but  few,  should  evince  a  desire  and  longing  to 
revert,  not  merely  to  some  of  the  outward  Ceremonies,  but  to  the 
devotional  Formularies  of  the  Church  of  Rome  ;  that  they  should 
speak  disparagingly  and  disrespectfully  of  our  Liturgy,  and  prepare 
men  of  ardent  feelings,  and  warm  imaginations,  for  a  return  to  the 
Roman  Mass-book,  by  publishing,  for  daily  use,  devotions  and 
homilies,  taken  from  authors  of  that  Church,  and  embodying  not  a 
few  of  its  superstitions  and  unscriptural  Doctrines  and  practices  ;^ 

*  Instructions  to  the  Clergy  of  Down  and  Connor. 

t  P.  11.  Sect.  1.  Tit  y.  c  1.  §  24.  See  also  Bishop  Stillingfleet's  EceL  Cases, 
p.  377.  

"^  See  notes  on  '^  Devotums  for  the  Passion  ;**  and  *'  Hora  Canonica,''*  pp.  611,  and 
519,  supra.  See  also  note  on  Par.  33  of  the  Bishop  of  Oxford's  Charge,  p.  530,  infra  ; 
and  Appendix  K. — En. 
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that  they  sbonld  Tecommend,  or  justify,  tinder  any  qnalification. 
Prayers  or  Addresses  to  Saints,  a  practice  which  began  in  poetry, 
and  ended  in  idolatry;  Intercessions  for  the  Dead,  which  oar 
Church,  by  her  formal  discontinuance  of  them,  has  implicitly  for- 
bidden, and  which  tend  directly  to  the  notion  of  Purgatory  ;^  and 
Auricular  Confession,  a  practice  utterly  unknown  to  the  PrimitiYc 
Church,  one  of  the  most  fearful  abuses  of  that  of  Borne,  and  the 
source  of  unspeakable  abominations.^ 

68.  That  we  are  in  some  respects  impeded  and  trammelled  by 
the  nature  of  our  legal  connexion  with  the  State  is  true ;  and  this 
is  itself  one  consequence  which  followed  from  the  abuse  of  the 
Papal  power  before  the  Reformation  ;  but  this  imperfection  will  in 
no  way  be  remedied  by  the  resumption  of  exploded  principles  or 
practices ;  and  I  cannot  help  suspecting  that  the  desire  of  reyertiii^ 
to  them,  with  less  of  impediment  than  now  exists,  is  one  motiye 
with  some  persons,  who  are  seeking  to  effect  a  total  separation  of 
the  Church  from  the  State. ^  Let  us  do  ail  that  we  have  at  this 
moment  the  power  of  doing,  as  the  Ministers  of  that  Church ;  nay, 
let  us  but  do  all  that  we  are  bound  to  do,  and  we  shall  then  see 
what  further  freedom  of  action  is  required.  Before  we  cry  out  for 
a  reformation  of  the  Church's  laws,  let  us  try  the  effect  of  those 
which  are  in  existence;  and  not  complain  of  the  insufficiency  of  her 
Ordinanc^,  till  we  have  carried  into  them  the  spirit  which  is  re- 
quisite to  give  them  life  and  efficacy. 


•  Dr.  Pusey,  in  his  Letter  to  the  Archbishop  qf  Canterbury,  p.  57,  observes,  "  Al- 
though, when  blamed  as  we  wore,  we  must  maintain  Prayers  for  departed  Saints  to  be 
a  CatMio  Practice^  we  never  publicly  inculcated  it"  See  the  extract  from  the  Hores 
Canonictf,  (published  some  time  before  Dr.  Puseyti  Letter,)  in  Appendix  K.  A  sab- 
sequent  number  of  the  JBritith  Critic  refers,  with  gpeat  satisfaction,  to  the  intended 
publication  of  '*  The  '  VigiluB  Mortuontm,^  or  Prayer-Service  for  the  Departed,  after  the 
Uses  of  Sarum,^  as  one  among  the  '^manuals  of  devotion  of  a  kind  which  must  in  the 
end  supersede  those  of  the  mixed  and  indefinite  character  which  marked  the  last 
generation.'' — British  Cntic,  No.  67,  pp.  273,  274 — Ed. 

9  An  attempt  to  revive  the  practice  of  Auricular  Confession  is  stated  (see  note  3, 
p.  66,  supra,)  to  have  been  made  in  Oxford,  not  long  since,  by  the  Rev.  C.  Sbagbr, 
Jkff.A.,  of  Worcester  College,  and  one  of  the  gentlemen  to  whom  the  junior  Members  of 
the  University  were  directed  by  Dr.  Pubby  to  apply  for  private  mstruction  in  the 
Hebrew  language.  The  circumstance  led  to  a  correspondence  between  the  Editor  of  the 
present  volume  and  Mr.  Sbaobr,  who  subsequently  published  his  own  share  of  it  in  a 
pamphlet  entitled  *'  Auricular  Confession.  Six  Letters  in  answer  to  the  Attacks  of 
one  of  the  City  Lecturers  on  the  Catholic  Principle  and  Practice  of  Private  Confessicn  to 
a  Priest.  By  Academicus.''  Mr.  Sbagbr 's  Pamphlet  gave  occasion  for  an  artide  in 
the  British  Critic,  in  defence  of  this  **  Catholic  Practice,^*  under  the  less  *'  strange  and 
startling**  name  of  "  Sacramental  Confession  ;**  meanwhile  Mr.  Sbagbr  himself  openly 
withdrew  from  the  Church  of  which  he  had  virtually  long  ceased  to  be  a  Member,  and 
was  received  into  communion  with  Rome. 

Bishop  M*Ilvainb,  in  his  searching  examination  of  *'  Ojtford  Divinity,'*''  truly  de- 
signates Auricular  Confession,  ''  that  abomination  of  desolation.^*  **  This  bird,'*  (sa^'s 
Bishop  Hall,  speaking  of  the  same  practice,  Works,  vol  ix.  p.  275,)  "  was  hatched  in 
the  Council  of  Lateran,  1215,  and  fully  plumed  in  the  Council  of  Trent  !** — Oxford 
Divinity,  &c.  p.  117* — Ed. 

■  See  the  extract  from  Froudb*8  Remains,  note  8,  p.  61,  supra.  Some  valuable 
remarks,  by  the  present  Bishop  of  Lincoln,  upon  the  relations  m  which  the  Church 
stands  to  the  State,  will  be  found  in  Appendix  L. — En. 
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69.  It  will  not,  I  think,  be  denied,  that  the  Church  of  this 
country,  in  point  of  energy,  power,  and  usefulness,  is,  by  God's 
goodness,  at  this  moment  progressive :  strange,  that  at  this  very 
time  complaints  should  be  uttered  of  her  wearing  the  chains  of  an 
ignoble  thraldom,  of  her  being  compelled  to  mutter  in  indistinct 
accents  the  praises  of  God,  and  of  her  not  affording  sufficient  scope 
for  the  indulgence  of  devotional  feelings, — ^that  Church,  in  which 
the  seraphic  piety  of  Hooker,  and  Hall,  and  Taylor,  and  Herbert, 
and  Ken,  and  Wilson,  felt  no  deficiency  nor  restraint.^ 

70.  If,  instead  of  such  lamentations,  alarming  our  people,  and 
unsettling  the  minds  of  our  younger  brethren  in  the  ministry,  we 
would  admonish,  comfort,  and  encourage  one  another,  to  be  faithful 
to  our  dear  Mother ;  and  use,  in  the  spirit  of  diligence  and  love,  all 
the  means  and  appliances  of  good  which  she  places  in  our  hands ; 
setting  ourselves^  as  a  united  band  of  Christian  soldiers,  with  com- 
posed and  stedfast  resolution,  to  resist  the  inroads  of  Popery  on 
the  one  hand,  and  of  irregular  enthusiasm  on  the  other  ;  if  we  had 
but  grace  to  realize,  in  our  own  lives  and  persons,  the  plain  precepts 
and  directions  which  she  has  given  for  our  guidance,  recommending 
them  by  our  example  to  the  consciences  and  affections  of  all  men, 
we  should  discover  that  there  is  much  less  need  of  alteration  than 
is  supposed ;  and,  at  all  events,  we  should  know  for  a  certainty  in 
what  direction  that  alteration  should  be  attempted. 

71.  Let  us  be  thankful  to  Almighty  God,  that  the  Church,  crip- 
pled and  fettered  as  she  is  thought  by  some  to  be,  has  yet  had 
enough  of  energy  and  power  to  vindicate  to  herself  the  religious 
education  of  the  people ;  to  throw  open  the  doors  of  her  sanctuary 
to  multitudes,  who  were  before  excluded  from  it ;  and  to  send  forth 
within  the  last  two  years  six  additional  Bishops,  to  watch  over  the 
growth  and  fruitAiIness  of  her  distant  branches. 

O^Brien,  Bishop  op  Ossory,  Ferns,  and  Leighlin. — 1842. 

Vide  Para.  2,  in  Chap.  XXIII.,  3,  4,  in  Chap.  XXIV.,  102—105, 
114_122, 143—148, 153,  in  Chap.  IV. 

Bagot,  Bishop  of  Oxford. — 1842. 

33.  Further  I  must  take  leave  to  tell  those  persons,  whoever  they 
are,  that  they  are  doing  no  good  service  to  the  Church  of  England, 
by  their  recent  publication  of  manuals  of  private  devotion,  extracted 


^  '*  It  18  then  an  impatience,  and  nothing  but  a  sinful  impatience,  to  go  out  of  the 

English  Church  for  what  every  believing  mind  may  find  in  it We  want 

chaoiges  of  no  kind,  whether  in  the  Prayer- Book,  or  Articles,  or  Homilies,  or  Govern- 
ment, except  any  thing  can  be  shewn  to  us  in  our  present  state  to  be  literally  and 
directly  sinful.  We  are  content  to  take  things  as  we  have  received  them,  and  are 
quite  sure  that  that  system  which  was  sufficient  for  the  expansive  minds  of  Andrews 
or  Land,  has  not  been  so  circumscribed  by  subsequent  political  events,  but  it  will  hold 
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from  the  Breviary  and  similar  sources — by  inserting  therein  no 
small  portion  of  highly  objectionable  matter,^  and  tacitly,  if  not 
openly,  encouraging  young  persons  to  be  dissatisfied  with  what  Grod 
has  given  them,  and  to  look  on  the  contents  of  our  admirable 
Liturgy  as  insufficient  to  meet  the  wants  of  a  Catholic  mind. 

34.  Be  it  ours,  my  Reverend  Brethren,  to  remind  the  young  and 
ardent  of  these  days,  that  it  is  a  most  dangerous  delusion  to  wander 
from  any  thing  so  definite  and  tangible  as  the  Prayer-Book,  in 
search  of  what  is  so  indefinite  and  elusive  as  that  shadowy  Catholic- 
ism, which,  under  the  aspect  represented  by  them,  has  never 
existed  except  in  their  own  imaginations. 


us  pigmiefl,  however  large  we  grow.** — ^Sueh  were  the  sentiments  even  of  the  Briiuh 
OrUio  in  July,  1838 ;  but,  alas,  it  has  been  found  *^  absolutely  necessary  towania  the 
consistency  of  the  system  which  certain  parties  are  labouring  to  restore,  that  truths 
should  be  clearly  stated,  which**  had  then  been  scarcely  **  intimated,  and  others 
developed  which**  then  were  "  but  in  germ** ! — Ed. 

3  See  Notes  9.  5,  pp.  511.  519,  and  Appendix  K.  How  much  this  caution 
of  the  Bishop  of  Oxford  was  needed,  and  how  much  it  was  regarded  by  men 
who  have  been  held  up  as  patterns  of  **  frank  and  wpenuous  submusUm  to  the  jvdgmemi  of 
their  Bishop,"^  will  be  seen  from  the  two  following  quotations. 

1.  Extract  from  the  British  Critic  for  April,  1840;  twelve  months  be/ore  the 

Bishop  of  Oxford*s  Chai^ 
"  The  Liturgies  of  Rome  and  Paris  were,  till  very  recently,  sealed  books  to  the 
Protestant  world.  We  well  remember  that,  when  Bishop  Lloyd  began  his  Lectures 
twelve  years  since,  it  was  hardly  possible  even  to  procure  copies  of  them.  Protestamt 
booksellers  did  not  possess  them,  and  the  Roman  Catholic  did  not  like  selling  them,  sus- 
pecting some  sinister  intention  ;  so  that  three  or  four  copies  of  the  Roman  Breviary 
and  Miflsal  were  all  which  could  be  found  for  Bishop  Lloyd*i3  very  Urge  class.  Btit  now 
MR.  PARKER,  OF  OXFORD,  FINDS  IT  WORTH  WHILE  TO  IMPORT 
A  CONSIDERABLE  NUMBER  OF  COPIES  BOTH  OF  THE  ROMAN 
AND  PARISIAN  BREVIARIES  EVERY  YEAR  ;  whence  we  infer,  ami  toith 
great  satis/action,  that  the  ancient  services  are  coming  to  be  studied,  not  merely  as 
matter  of  literature,  Cfor  this  would  hardUf  aoeouat  for  the  sale  found  for  them)  but  FOR 
PURPOSES  OF  DEVOTION."  p.  251. 

2.  Extract  from  the  British  Oritio  for  July,  1843 ;  twelvemonths  qfier  the 

Bi8hop*s  Charge. 

**  The  quarter  has  been  productive  in  manuals  of  devotion  of  a  kind  which  must  in 
the  end  supersede  those  of  the  mixed  and  indefinite  character  which  marked  the  last 
generation :  '  A  Manual  of  Devotions  for  the  Holy  Communion,^  (Toovey)  only  just  pub- 
lished; a  beautiful  but  cheap  reprint  of  Lake*s  '  OJicium  Euoharistteum,*  edited  by 

Mr.  Albany  J.  Christie,**  [vide  supra  p.  HI.— Ed.]  **  (J.  H.  Parker.) 

The  first  number  of  the  Salisbury  Breviary  (Leslie,  London)  has  reappeared ;  U  m  intended 
to  follow  up  the  repubUoation  of  the  Breviary  by  that  of  the  Missal,  Manmal,  Processional,  Slc. 
-^of  all,  in  short,  which  the  disorders  of  the  siseteenth  century  have  left  of  the  ancient  servioee 
of  the  Church  of  England,  For  this  purpose  the  Editor  calls  on  the  public  to  assist, 
(through  the  publisher, '  who  will  give  every  necessary  explanation*)  as  well  by  sub- 
scriptions and  contributions  (the  latter  being  in  fact  rather  loans)  as  by  lending  books 
and  MS8.,  (especially  copies  of  the  York,  Hereford,  and  other  Anglican  Breviaries,  &o. ) 
in  carrying  on  what  the  liberality  of  a  few  individuals  has  at  length  so  happily  begun  ;-~a 
call  which  we  sincerely  hope  will  not  be  made  in  vain.  Besides  the  ^neral  series,  it  is  mtended 
to  publish  separately,  ....  in  Latin  and  English,  with  notes,  *  The  Complin,*  or 
later  evening  service  ;  and  *  The  Vigilia  Mortuorum,  or  Prayer  Service  for  the  deoarted, 
after  the  uses  of  Sarum,  &c.**— pp.  273,  274. 

It  has  been  said  of  the  Party,  with  reference  to  The  Tracts  for  the  Times,  that  **  a 
single  request  from  their  Bishop,  founded  upon  his  view  of  what  was  best  for  the  peace 
of  the  Church,  sufficed  to  silence  them  :**  certainly  his  lordahip^s  ex  oathedrd  injunctions 
have  not  been  attended  with  the  same  beneficiiJ  resuIt^^Eo. 
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Dbnison,  Bishop  of  Salisbury. — 1842. 
vide  Para.  7—9,  and  Extract  from  Sermon,  in  Chap.  XYIIL 

Pearson,  Dean  op  Salisbury. — 1842. 

40.  I  advert  only  for  a  moment  to  certain  errors  of  the  Church  of 
Rcme^  such  as  Transnbstantiation,  Purgatory,  and  Prayers  for  the 
Dead,  Pardons,  the  Worshipping  and  Adoration  as  well  of  Images 
as  of  Reliques,  and  Invocation  of  Saints — to  say  nothing  of  the 
constrained  Celibacy  of  the  Clergy — all  of  which,  though  in  their 
grosser  and  more  popular  sense,  they  are  admitted  by  the  writers  in 
question  to  be  condemned  by  the  Articles  of  our  Church,  yet  find 
in  their  publications  apologies,  allowances,  and  the  pleading  of 
subtile  distinctions,  as  if  there  were,  with  respect  to  them  all,  some 
ancient  tradition,  which  there  may  be,  and  Apostolic  doctrine,  which 
there  is  not ;  and  as  though  even  that  of  the  Council  of  Trent  may 
possibly  admit  of  an  honest  interpretation,  and,  consequently,  under 
the  name  of  Catholic  consent,  may  be  reconciled  to  that  of  our  own 
Church — whereas  the  simple  truth  is,  that  there  is  no  sense  in  which 
any  one  of  those  errors  can  be  safely  and  legitimately  maintained 
by  the  Clergy  of  the  Church  of  England,  stigmatised  and  con- 
demned as  they  are  by  the  Articles  which  we  have  subscribed  in 
their  literal  ana  grammatical  meaning,  and  in  the  Homilies,  which 
we  profess  to  believe  contain  ^^  a  godly  and  wholesome  doctrine  ;^ 
and  no  trace  of  them  being  to  be  found  either  in  the  Liturgy  of  our 
Church,  or  in  the  Canonical  Scriptures  of  the  Old  and  New  Testa- 
ment, which  she  acknowledges  as  the  exclusive  standard  and  rule 
of  faith  and  practice. 

See  also  Par.  50,  in  Chap.  XYIII. 

Thirlwall,  Bishop  op  St.  David's. — 1842. 
Vide  Pars.  57,  in  Chap.  XXI„  65— 67,  in  Chap.  XYIIL 


•*•  See  also  Chap.  XXI Y.,  on  the  introduction  of  NovelHet,  and  the  ohsenrance  of 
Ceremonies  and  Pradioee^  not  so  decidedly  Popish  as  those  above  notioed.— £b. 
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CHAPTER  XXL 

INTERPRETATION    OF  THE   ARTICLES.— 'TRACTS  FOR  THE  TIMES,  NO.  90, 


Wilson,  Bishop  op  Calcutta. — 1838. 

[Already  are  some  rather  lowering  intimations  given,  not  inten- 
tionally, I  am  sure,  but  conveying  the  impression  to  the  ordinary 
reader,  concerning  our  Articles  and  Homilies.] 

See  Par.  17«  in  Ch»p.  YIII. 

BsRESFOKD,  Archbishop  of  Armagh. — 1841. 

1.  The  error  of  this  Tract,^  as  I  conceive,  consists  in  attributing 
to  our  Articles  an  ambiguity  of  meaning,  or  a  want  of  precision, 
which  would  tolerate  opinions  the  most  adverse  to  that  very  Faith 
which  those  Articles  were  intended  to  support.  Now,  in  my  judg- 
ment, ambiguity  of  expression,  so  as  to  include  opposite  opinions, 
is  truly  attributable  to  the  Decrees  of  the  Council  of  Trent,  and  not 
to  the  Thirty-Nine  Articles,  which  have  been  hitherto  thought,  by 
all  who  subscribed  them,  plain  and  explicit  on  the  points  in  contro- 
versy between  us  and  the  Church  of  Rome.  Those  Decrees,  I  should 
say,  have  been  framed  with  so  much  caution  and  reserve,  as  not 
openly  and  in  so*  many  words,  to  sanction  and  approve  the  abuses 
which,  if  openly  avowed,  would  have  revolted  intelligent  Romanists, 
but  yet  with  so  little  ingenuousness,  as  not  in  direct  terms  to  dis- 
avow and  condemn  them.  The  abuses  have,  in  consequence,  been 
clung  to  in  all  Bomish  authoritative  teaching  and  practice,  and  they 
still  form  the  characteristic  feature  of  the  ordinary  Ronaish  Cre^d. 

2.  It  is  against  these  abuses  that  our  Articles  were  mainly  di- 
rected. Unlike  the  Tridentine  Decrees,  their  language  is  perspi- 
cuous and  without  reserve ;  and  they  have  ever,  till  of  late,  been 
accepted  in  their  plain  and  grammatical  sense,  as  an  honest  and 
unsophisticated  protest  on  the  part  of  the  Anglo-Catholic  Church. 
On  the  other  side,  the  Council  of  Trent  interposed  the  shield  of  its 
Decrees  in  defence  of  the  current  opinions  of  their  Church,  not 
daring  in  so  many  words  to  adopt  them,  but  yet  establishing  ab- 


*  No.  00  of  the  Tracts  for  the  Tfmef.— Ed. 
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stract  priDCiples,  and  using  general  terms,  under  coyer  of  which 
these  abuses  have  been  perpetuated  to  this  day. 

3.  What,  then,  I  think  to  be  complained  of,  as  objectionable  and 
of  dangerous  tendency,  in  the  last  number  of  the  Tracts,  is  this — 
that  out  of  a  spurious  charity  and  ill-directed  zeal  to  widen  the 
terms  of  our  Communion,  an  attempt  has  been  made  in  it  to  recon- 
cile the  plain  language  and  specific  object  of  our  Articles  with  the 
general  and  ambiguous  principles  laid  down  in  the  Decrees  of  the 
Council  of  Trent,  from  which  the  corruptions  in  faith  and  practice 
in  the  Romish  Church  have  arisen,  and  under  colour  of  which  they 
still  prevail. 

4.  I,  therefore,  feel  obliged  to  join  in  the  censure  formally  ex- 
pressed by  the  Heads  of  the  Oxford  Colleges,  and  by  the  Bishop  of 
the  Diocese,  that  the  view  taken  in  Tract  No.  90,  and  the  mode  of 
Interpretation  suggested,  are  evasive  rather  than  explanatory,  and 
tend  to  reconcile  subscription  with  the  adoption  of  errors,  which  the 
Articles  were  obviously  designed  to  counteract.® 

5.  The  attempt  to  accommodate  our  Articles  and  Formularies  to 
those  Decrees,  to  which  they  have  hitherto  been  considered  most 
adverse,  and  into  accordance  with  which  they  cannot  be  brought, 
without  an  extreme  ingenuity,  or,  to  speak  more  plainly,  a  per- 
verseness  of  Interpretation,  is,  in  my  eyes,  as  well  as  in  those  of 
the  instructors  of  our  English  academic  youth,  of  dangerous  ten- 
dency, and  likely  to  disturb  the  peace  and  tranquillity  of  the  Church. 
— To  describe  the  language  of  the  Articles  as  so  pliant  as  to  be 
capable  of  being  honestly  subscribed  by  Members  of  the  Romish 
Communion,  or  by  those  who  are  desirous  of  joining  it,  is  to  destroy 
their  value  as  a  standard  of  our  Churches  Faith,  agreed  upon  for  the 
avoiding  of  diversities  of  opinion. 

Whately,  Abchbishop  op  Dublin. — 1841. 

Some  individuals  among  the  Reformers  have,  in  some  places,  used 
language  which  may  be  understood  as  implying  a  more  strict  obli- 
gation to  conform  to  ancient  precedents  than  is  acknowledged  in  the 
Articles.  But  the  Articles  being  deliberately  vluA  jointly  drawn  up, 
for  the  very  purpose  of  precisely  determining  what  it  was  designed 
should  be  determined  respecting  the  points  they  treat  of,  and  in 
order  to  supply  to  the  Anglican  Church  their  Confession  of  Faith 
on  those  points,  it  seems  impossible  that  any  man  of  ingenuous  mind 
can  appeal  from  the  Articles,  Liturgy,  and  Rubric,  put  forth  as  the 
authoritative  declarations  of  the  Churchy  to  any  other  writings, 
whether  by  the  same,  or  by  other  authors.  On  the  contrary,  the 
very  circumstance  that  opinions  going  far  beyond  what  the  Articles 
express,  or,  in  other  respects,  considerably  diiSfering  from  them  did 
exist,  and  were  weU-known  and  current^  in  the  days  of  our  Reformers, 


^  See  Appendix  A.— Ed. 
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gives  even  the  mare  force  to  their  deliberate  omissions  of  these,  and 
their  distinct  declaration  of  what  they  do  mean  to  maintain.  It  was 
not  hastily  and  unadvisedly  that  they  based  the  Doctrines  of  their 
Church  on  "  the  pure  Word  of  God/**  and  the  claim  of  their  Gkarch 
to  the  character  of  a  Christian  Community,  on  its  being  a  ^^  Con- 
gregation of  Believers,  in  which  that  pure  Word  is  preached,  and 
the  Christian  Sacraments  duly  administered.'*^ 

Whatever,  therefore,  may  have  been  the  private  opinion  of  any 
individual  among  their  number,  they  have  declared  plainly  what  it 
was  they  agreed  in  regarding  as  a  safe  and  sufficient  foundation,  and 
as  essential,  and  consequently  requiring  to  be  set  forth  and  embodied 
in  the  Symbol  or  Creed  of  their  Church. 

But  neither  the  Reformers  of  our  Church,  nor  any  other  human 
being,  could  frame  any  expressions  such  as  not  to  admit  of  bein^ 
explained  away,  or  the  consequences  of  them  somehow  evaded,  bj 
an  ingenious  person  who  should  resolutely  set  himself  to  the  task. — 
Kinffdam  of  Christy  Essay  II.,  sect.  24.    . 

Bboughton,  Bishop  of  Austbalia. — 1841. 

Vide  Par.  43,  in  Chap.  XIX. 

49.  The  Bishop  of  Calcutta  observes,^  that  '^  The  pamphlet  in  the 
series  of  The  Tracts  for  the  Times^  No.  90,  having  reached  him,  be 
has  substituted  some  remarks  ^  upon  it  in  place  of  those  which  he 
had  delivered  on  similar,  but  less  open,  invasions  of  our  Thirty- Nine 
Articles  of  Religion.^  Not  having  had  an  opportunity  of  meeting 
with  the  publication  here  named,  I  am  unable  (except  in  deference 
to  the  very  high  authority  from  which  it  proceeds)  to  form  a  judg- 
ment concerning  the  grounds  upon  which  this  severe  censure  rests ; 
but  it  will  be  right  my  Clergy  should  understand  that  this  pamphlet 
is  not  included  among  the  works  to  which  my  remarks  in  the 
Charge  were  intended  to  apply. 

Sumner,  Bishop  op  Chester. — 1841. 

[The  following  observations  form  the  Appendix  referred  to  by  his 
Lordship  in  Par.  5,  p.  3,  supra. — Ed.] 

Contrary  to  my  original  intention,  I  find  myself  constrained  to 
add  a  few  words  on  the  general  subject,  by  the  terms  of  Dr. 
Pusey's  recent  letter  to  Dr.  Jelf.  He  speaks  of  the  perplexity 
which  might  occur  ^'  if  any  of  our  Bishops  should  advert  to  Tract 
90,  and,  without  explaining  their  own  views,  seem  to  countenance 


6  Sennon  on  JTie  Syffieieney  of  Holy  Scripture  at  the  Rule  qf  Fedih  ;  reoeiyed  by  the 
Bishop  of  Australia  after  his  Lordship^s  Charge  was  sent  to  prosB.  Vuie  supra. 
Par.  47.  p.  207— Ed. 

"^  The  remarks  referred  to  by  his  Lordship  will  be  found  at  page  641,  fi0«.-iJ£D. 
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its  eondemation.'*'*  There  are  many,  he  says,  "by  whom  the 
slightest  word  of  their  Bishop  would  be  deeply  felt,  and  who  would 
be  at  a  loss  to  decide  whether  they  could  contiuue  to  serve  in  a 
diocese  in  which  their  views  of  the  Articles,  on  subscribing  which 
they  have  been  admitted  to  their  cure,  seemed  to  have  been  cen- 
sured.'*^ ^  This,  and  more  to  the  same  purpose  which  follows,  ren- 
ders it  necessary  to  state  briefly  the  opinions  which  I  entertain  on 
this  matter  of  subscribing. 

I  consider  that  the  Articles  do  contain  "  a  system  of  faith  :^^  that 
system,  according  to  which  those  who  subscribe  them  are  bound  to 
regulate  the  tenor  of  their  ministerial  instructions. 

That  any  could  hold  a  different  opinion,  I  should  never  have  con- 
ceived, if  I  had  not  read  the  following  sentences.  "  There  has  been 
a  recent  tendency  to  set  up  the  Reformers — as  the  founders  of  a 
system  of  Faith,  and  the  authorized  expositors  of  our  belief -f-  This 
is  the  real  point  at  issue.  Men  must  lean  upon  some  authority  : 
they  cannot  guide  themselves.^  The  only  real  question  is,  from 
whom  we  shall  learn  the  meaning  of  the  Scriptures,  whether  from 
ancients  or  modems.§     It  will  not,  then,  I  conceive,  be  generally 

•  Letter,  p.  8.  f  I^-  P-  73.  t  lb.  141.  §  lb.  14«. 

*  Mb.  Kbblx  has  written  strongly  to  the  same  effect  in  his  Letter  to  Mr,  Justice 
Coleridge, 

*'  It  certainly  seems  as  if ,  to  a  person  reaUy  reverencing  the  BisKops  at  the  Apostles'' 
successors,  there  might  be  declarations  of  opinion  not  synodical,  which  would '6blige  kim 
morally,  if  not  legally :  as,  for  example — ^if  all  our  Prelates  should  seyerally  declare, 
ex  cathedra,  their  adihesion  to  the  view  which  has  just  been  expressed  at  Oxford  ;  or  if 
not  all,  yet  such  a  majority,  as  to  leave  no  reasonable  doubt  what  the  decision  tf  a  Synod 
would  be.  In  such  a  case,  would  it  not  be  incumbent  on  those  who  abide  by  ^  Catholic 
esrposition,  yet  Mrished  to  retain  their  ministry,  to  protest  in  some  such  way,  as  thai  the 
very  silenoe  of  our  Bishops  permitting  them  to  go  on,  wouldamount  to  a  virtual  cUspensa^ 
tion  as  regarded  them  $ 

'*  More  especially,  if  the  Bishop,  under  whom  we  ourselves  minister,  did,  in  any  way, 
lay  onus  his  commands  to  the  same  effect  /  (as  a  public  official  declaration  of  his  opinion 
would  amount  to  a  virtual  command,  and  ought,  I  imagine,  to  be  obeyed  as  such  tj  these 
are  considerations,  which  would  make  our  position  a  very  delicate  one  indeed.*^ — pp.  26, 
27,28. 

'^  It  is  Ycry  possible  that  I  may  overlook  something  which  materially  affects  this 
question,  and  which  may  be  plain  enough  to  other  persons  \  but  it  does  seem  to  me,  thai 
in  the  case  supposed,  (of  a  public  censure,  and  dispensation  refused,)  loyalty  to  the 
Church,  her  Cried,  and  her  Order  both,  could  only  be  maintained  by  one  qfthe  two  fol-* 
lowing  courses  t  either  we  should  continue  in  our  ministry,  respectfilly  stating  our  case, 
and  making  appeal  to  the  Metropolitan,  or,  as  Archbishop  Oranmer  did,  to  the  Synod,  and 
that  pubUdy — which  course  one  should  be  slow  to  adopt,  except  in  a  matter  which  con- 
cerned the  very  principles  of  Faith,  and  of  Church  Commumon : — or  else  we  should 
tender  to  our  superiors  our  relinquishment  of  the  post  which  we  held  under  them  in  the 
Church,  and  retire  either  into  somx  other  diocbsx,  or,  if  aU  our  Bishops  were  agreed, 
into  Lay  Communion. 

....'*  It  seems  on  the  whole,  that  with  the  exception  of  such  extreme  cases  as  I 
just  now  put,  of  positive  heresy  in  one  of  the  Most  Sacred  Order, — this  resource  of  Lay 
Communion,  paimul  and  trying  as  it  must  be  in  roost  cases,  both  in  a  temporal  and 
spiritual  sense,  would  be  the  omy  one  properly  open  to  itf.'** — Ibid.  pp.  29,  30. 

The  scheme  of  retiring  "  into  some  other  Diocese,"  to  teach  those  Doctrines  forbid* 
den  by  the  Bishop  whose  iurisdiction  they  renounce,  affords  a  curious  specimen  of  the 
Reverence  professed  by  the  Tractarians  for  Episcopal  authority,  as  well  as  of  their 
views  on  the  subject  of  CAvrdi  Unity  and  Discipline, — See  "  Resignation  and  Lay  Com« 
mumoDy**  p.  16^— Ed, 
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objected  to  any  of  us  as  a  grave  error,  that  we  hold  that  the  Arti- 
cles are  to  be  interpreted  according  to  the  teaching  of  the  Church 
Catholic^ 

If  I  rightly  apprehend  the  argument  here,  a  clergyman  may- 
preach  or  teach  what  manifestly  contradicts  the  ^Hrue,  usoal, 
literal  meaning^*  of  the  Articles,  if  he  thinks  he  can  support  his 
doctrine  by  the  tea^^hing  of  the  Church  Catholic, 

This  obliges  me  to  say,  that  I  understand  the  Articles  subscribed 
officially  before  me,  as  Articles,  not  of  the  Universal  Church  of 
Christ,  but  of  the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  of  which 
the  subscriber  is  a  member.  They  do  not  therefore  admit  of  inter- 
pretation borrowed  from  any  remote  or  undefined  authority,  pro- 
fessing to  be  that  of  a  church  calling  itself,  or  imagined  to  be,  the 
Church  Catholic.  But  they  ''  contain  the  true  Doctrine  of  the 
Church  of  England  agreeable  to  God's  Word.**^  And  we  ''  receive 
them  on  the  authority  of  our  immediate  Mother.''^  We  cannot  con- 
sistently evade  that  obligation,  by  appealing  to  the  authority  of 
"  the  Jerusalem  from  abovci  who  is  tW'  common  "  Mother  of  us 
all.'t 

Lest,  therefore,  silence  should  be  misconstrued,  I  think  it  needful 
to  say  that  in  my  judgment  a  clergyman  would  be  departing  from 
the  sense  of  the  Articles  to  which  he  subscribes,  if  he  were  to  speak 
of  THE  Church  as  '^  a  life-giving  ordinance  of  Divine  appointment, 
one  vast  Sacrameijt  CX  and  not  as  "  a  congregation  of  feithful 
men,'" — Art.  xix. 

To  speak  of  the  Romish  Church  as  having  erred  in  matters  of 
faith  so  as  to  imply  that  it  is  no  longer  in  error. § — Art.  xix. 

To  speak  of  the  QScumenical  Councils  as  infallible,  because  the 
term  used  in  Art.  xxi.  is  not  CEcumenical^  \mi  general.^ 

To  speak  of  Confirmation,  Penance,  Orders,  Matrimony,  or  Ex- 
treme Unction,  as  in  any  sense  to  be  '^  counted  Sacraments  of  the 
Go8pel."1f  — Art.  xxv. 

To  speak  of  ''  the  consecrated  elements  as  iMt  remaining  simply 
what  they  were  before,  and  what  to  sight  they  seem.'*''  ^  ** — Art. 
xxviii. 

To  speak  of  the  celebration  of  the  Lord'^s  Supper,  as  a  propitia- 
tory sacrifice  offered  by  the  priest. — Art.  xxxi.  "  An  offering  for 
the  quick  and  the  dead  for  the  remission  of  sin.''  -f^ 

To  speak  of  Purgatory,  Pardon,  Adoration  of  Images  or  Belies, 
Invocation  of  Saints,  as  only  ''^condemned  according  to  the  Bomieh 
Doctrine  on  these  points,''  and  otherwise  admissible. — Art.  xxii.JJ 

*  PrefatoiT  Declaration  to  the  Articles.  f  See  Letter,  p»  12. 

X  Britiah  Critic,  No.  LIX.,  p.  26. 

§  Dr.  Pusey  to  Dr.  Jelf,  p.  22.  ||  lb.  24.     Tract  90,  p.  21. 

t  lb.  32.    Tract,  p.  43.  ♦♦  lb.  p.  44.  ft  lb.  60.    Traet,  p.  63. 

Xt  Tract,  p.  25. 


9  See  Note  1,  p.  414 Ed. 
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To  speak  of  Justification  by  Faith,  as  if  Baptism  and  newness  of 
heart  concurred  towards  our  Justification  :  or  as  if  "a  number  of 
means  go  to  effect  it.*" — Art.  xi.* 

To  speak  of  "  Forgiveness,  or  works  of  mercy,'"  as  "  availing  to 
obtain  remission  of  sins  from  God."" — Art.  xii.  xiii.f 

It  does  certainly  require  an  elaborate  system  of  argument,  such 
as  is  attempted  in  the  writings  referred  to,  in  order  to  prove  that 
persons  holding  the  opinions  here  excepted  against,  are  consistent 
members  of  the  Church  of  England. 

Maltby,  Bishop  of  Durham. — 1841. 

[An  elaborate  attempt  has  been  made  to  explain  away  the  real 
meaning  of  our  Articles,  and  infuse  into  them  a  more  kindly 
spirit  of  accommodation  to  the  opinions  and  practices  of  the 
Church  of  Borne.] 

See  Par.  9,  in  Chap.  XX. 

Monk,  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and  Bristol. — 1841. 

6.  The  perusal  of  the  "Remarks  upon  the  Thirty-nine  Articles'' 
has  filled  me  with  astonishment  and  concern.  The  ostensible  object 
of  this  Tract  is  to  shew,  that  a  person  adopting  the  Doctrines  of  the 
Council  of  Trent,  with  the  single  exception  of  the  Pope^s  Supre- 
macy, might  sincerely  and  conscientiously  sign  the  Articles  of  the 
Church  of  England.  But  the  real  object  at  which  the  writer  seems 
to  be  labouring,  is  to  prove  that  the  differences  in  Doctrine  which 
separate  the  Churches  of  England  and  Rome  will,  upon  examina- 
tion, vanish.  Upon  this  point  much  ingenuity,  and,  I  am  forced  to 
add,  much  sophistry  is  exerted  ;  and  I  think  exerted  in  vain  :  it  is 
well  known  that  the  Articles  were  framed  in  a  great  degree  with 
the  view  of  purifying  the  Church  from  Romish  abuses,  and  that 
the  framers  themselves  were  those  ever-honoured  martyrs,  who 
having  accomplished  the  good  work  of  Reformation  with  unex- 
ampl^  forbearance  and  discretion,  sealed  the  testimony  of  their 
sincerity  by  cheerfully  submitting  to  the  flames  of  Romish  perse- 
cution. 

LoNGLET,  Bishop  of  Ripon. — 1841. 

8.  There  is  one  more  subject,  my  Rev.  Brethren,  on  which  so 
much  discussion  has  recently  arisen,  that  you  may,  I  think,  fairly 
expect  some  expression  of  opinion  upon  it  before  I  close  this  ad- 
dress. I  allude  to  the  legitimate  mode  of  interpreting  our  Articles. 
Now  it  will  be  most  freely  granted,  that  our  Articles  do  leave  some 
questions  open,  where  the  Word  of  God  itself  leaves  them  unde- 
cided ;  and  I  think  that  he  does  no  good  service  to  Religion  or  the 
Church,  who  labours  to  give  a  more  stringent  interpretation  to  their 
language,  than  the  expressions  will  fairly  warrant.     May,  farther, 

•  Tract  90,  p.  13.  Letter,  141.  f  Tract,  p.  16.    Letter,  145. 
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I  would  say  that  those  who  strive  thus  unnecessarily  to  limit  the 
terms  of  Communion,  are  the  real  schismatics,  not  those  who  may- 
find  themselves  forced  beyond  the  pale  of  the  Church  by  restrictions 
unduly  imposed.  It  is  clear,  however,  that  there  must  be  limits 
beyond  which  this  forbearance  cannot  be  carried ;  and  I  confess^ 
that  when  I  find  it  asserted,  that  'Hhe  Articles  are  to  be  received, 
not  in  the  sense  of  the  framers,  but  (as  far  as  the  wording  will 
admit,  or  any  ambiguity  requires  it)  in  the  one  Catholic  sense,'"* 
the  integrity  of  subscription  appears  to  be  endangered.  In  the  case 
either  of  oath  or  subscription,  the  animus  imponentiB^  by  which  I 
mean  the  sense  of  the  firamer,  should  surely  be  the  index  of  the 
sense  in  which  it  is  to  be  made  or  taken.  TherQ  can  be  but  one 
true  and  legitimate  meaning  to  an  Article,  and  that  must  be  the 
meaning  intended  by  the  framer.^  Nor  should  I  myself  feel  justified 
in  taking  advantage  of  any  ambiguity  in  the  wording,  and  affixing' 
what,  according  to  my  own  notion,  might  be  the  Catholic  sense  to 
it,  until  I  had  found  it  impossible  to  ascertain  what  was  the  spedal 
sense  originally  designed  by  the  authors  :  for,  knowing  the  respect 
in  which  our  Keformers  held  Catholic  Antiquity,  I  should  believe 
that  they  were  more  likely  to  have  correctly  embodied  that  sense 
in  it,  than  /  as  an  individual  should  be,  to  discover  that  sense  for 
myself. 

9.  To  apply  this  principle  to  the  interpretation  of  the  Twenty- 
second  Article.  The  question  is,  whether  in  pronouncing  against 
the  Romiah  Doctrine  of  Purgatory,  Invocation  of  Saints,  &c.,  it  was 
ever  intended  to  condemn  every  Doctrine  on  those  subjects.  The 
point  first  to  be  settled,  is,  what  is  meant  by  the  term  ^^Momish,'" 
Now  it  has  been  contended,  that  as  the  Article  was  penned  before 
the  decrees  of  the  Council  of  Trent  on  these  specific  subjects  were 
published,  it  could  not  have  been  directed  against  these  decrees,  and 
that  in  consequence,  the  Tridentine  Doctrine  thereupon  could  not 
have  been  contemplated  by  its  authors.  This  may  be  literally  true; 
but  it  nevertheless  does  not  appear  to  leave  a  correct  impression  as 
to  the  real  bearing  of  the  case.  For  if  we  proceed  to  inquire  how 
we  are  to  account  for  the  substitution  of  the  term  ^'  Romish  Doc- 

•  See  the  Rbv,  Mr.  NeumaiC$  Letter  to  Dr,  Jetf?-  in  explanation  of  No.  90  of  the 
Trade  for  the  Tknee,  p.  24,  second  edition* 


1  **  If  there  be  no  reason  to  the  contrary,  the  natural  meaning  of  the  words,  as  at 
first  drawn  up,  may  be  taken  without  hesitation  as  the  meaning  of  the  Church,  or 
State,  or  University,  calling  us  to  sign  them.  Still  our  obl^atum  (eiej  so  to  taJce  them, 
comes  from  our  relation  to  the  imposers,  not  the  compilers ;  or  as  Mr.  Nxwman  has 
most  concisely  worded  it,  *  We  have  no  duties  towarde  their  framers/  "  "  In  the  Pre&oe 
to  the  Articles  it  is  said,  that  we  are  to  understand  them  in  their  grammatiod  sense; 
which  I  interpret  into  a  permission  to  thmk  nothing  if  the  opinion  <f  the  framers.^^ 
Froudb's  Remains,  vol.  i.  p.  363 — Kbblb^s  Letter  to  Mr.  Justice  Coleridge,  pp.  18>  19.— 
See  also  Charge  of  the  Bishop  op  Winchbstbr,  in/ra,  p.  640 Ed. 

«  Dr.  Hook,  who  expresses  liis  "  agreement  in  the  very  principle  advocated  In 
Tract  90,"  refers  to  "Mr.  Newman's  explanatory  Letter  to  Dr.  Jelf,  as  to**  Aw  "mind, 
P^^dl^  M%&etof3f.**-.X0<far  to  the  Bishop  ofRqws,  p.  &— Ed. 
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trine,''  for  **  the  Doctrine  of  the  School-authors,''  as  it  stood  in  the 
former  copy,*  we  shall  find,  as  Bishop  Burrel  tells  us^f  that  when 
the  Articles  were  first  published,  the  body  of  the  Roman  Church 
had  not  avowedly  espoused  the  errors  which  that  Article  was  in- 
tended to  condemn ;  so  that  in  the  first  instance,  some  writers, 
anxious  to  soften  matters,  had  thrown  the  blame  of  them  on  the 
School-authors ;  but  before  the  publication  of  our  present  Articles, 
the  Decree  and  Canons  concerning  the  Mass  had  passed  at  Trent, 
in  which  most  of  the  heads  of  this  Article  are  either  afiirmed  or 
supposed;  though  the  formal  Decree  concerning  them  was  not 
passed  till  some  months  after  these  Articles  were  published.  In 
looking,  therefore,  at  the  animus  with  which  the  Article  was  framed, 
it  would  seem  that  its  authors,  conceiving  they  had  now  sufficient 
evidence  that  the  Church  of  Bome  had  authoritatively  identified 
itself  with  errors,  which,  through  Christian  forbearance,  had  before 
been  laid  at  the  door  of  others,  proceeded  to  condemn  the  Doctrine 
of  Purgatory,  &c.,  as  thus  far  sanctioned  by  that  Church.  Where- 
fore we  must,  as  I  conclude,  in  subscription  to  the  Twenty-second 
Article,  condemn  the  doctrine,  that  the  sins  committed  after  Bap- 
tism, even  of  those  whose  eternal  punishment  is  remitted  for  the 
sake  of  Christ's  merits,  must  be  expiated,  either  by  acts  of  penance 
in  this  life,  or  in  a  state  of  suffering  and  torment  beyond  the  grave: 
this  being,  as  far  as  I  can  collect,  what  is  meant  by  the  Bamish  Doc- 
trine of  Purgatory ;  but  I  can  scarcely  suppose  that  any  one  ever 
imagined  himself  precluded  by  this  subscription,  from  holding  any 
opinion  respecting  an  intermediate  state,  in  which,  possibly^  the 
spirits  of  just  men  may  repose  from  their  labours  without  suffering^X 
or,  indeed,  from  entertaining  any  sentiment  not  included  within  the 
above  definition  of  the  Bomish  Purgatory.  And  so,  in  like  manner, 
with  the  rest  of  the  heads  of  the  Article.  Having  ascertained  what 
was  the  Doctrine  respecting  the  Invocation  of  Saints,  to  which  the 
Church  of  Rome  was  held  to  be  committed  at  the  time  the  Article 
was  penned,  I  should  feel  myself  bound  to  subscribe  in  that  sense, 
which  I  believe  to  be  the  legitimate  and  true  one ;  and  while  I 
should  never  imagine  that  a  mere  figurative  and  poetical  apostrophe 
to  the  departed,  without  any  approach  to  prayer,  was  prohibited 

♦  See  the  Twenty-third  Artide  of  King  Edward  VI.,  in  1662. 

f  See  the  first  paragraph  of  his  Exposition  of  the  Twenty-second  Article. 

t  That  Bishop  Jeremy  Taylor  did  not  conceive  such  an  opinion  to  be  inconsistent 
with  subscription  to  this  Article,  or  at  yariance  with  a  condemnation  of  the  Romish 
Purgatory,  is  manifest  from  the  following  passage  in  his  *^  Dissuasion  from  Popery/* 
Tol.  X.  of  ms  works,  London  edition,  1822. 

"  There  was  also  another  Doctrine  very  generally  neewed  by  (he  Faihersy  which  greatly 
destroys  the  Roman  Purgatory.  Sextus  Severus  says,  and  be  says  very  true,  that 
Justin  Martyr,  Tertullian,  Victorinus  Martyr,  Prudeniius,  St.  Ch^rsostom,  Arethas, 
Eutiiinius,  and  St.  Bernard,  did  all  affirm  that  before  the  day  of  judgment,  the  souls  of 
men  are  kept  in  secret  receptacles,  reserved  into  the  sentence  of  the  great  day,  and  that 
before  then  no  man  receives  according  to  his  works  done  in  this  life  \  we  do  not  interpose'*'' 
(the  Bishop  goes  on  to  say)  ^'tn  this  opinion,  to  say  that  it  is  true  or  false,  probable  or  im- 
probable.*^ He  evidentlj^  considered  it  an  open  question.  I  have  merely  adduced  it  as 
an  Ulostration  of  such,  without  in  any  way  intending  to  give  my  own  adhesion  to  it. 
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by  it,  (seeing  that  in  Holy  Scripture  we  meet  with  such  apostrophes 
to  angels  and  spirits,  to  the  souis  of  the  righteous,  and  even  to 
inanimate  objects,*)  yet  it  surely  can  never  do  good  service  to  the 
cause  of  that  pure  religion  which  has  been  committed  to  our 
keeping,  to  speak  in  such  a  way  either  of  this  or  any  kindred 
practice,  as  shall  encourage  its  adoption.  There  may  be  refine- 
ments, and  subtle  distinctions  discernible  to  highly  cultivated  minds, 
that  are  imperceptible  to  the  less  exercised  intellect  of  the  simple 
and  unlearned:  and  practices  which  may  have  been  occasionally 
and  incidentally  adopted  by  holy  men  of  old,  without  apprehension 
of  injury,  because  their  great  liability  to  corruption  had  never  yet 
been  witnessed,  will  surely  be  avoided  by  those,  whom  history  and 
experience  have  since  taught  this  important  lesson. 

SuMNBR,  Bishop  op  Winchester. — 1841. 

[There  is  ground  again  for  fear  if  ....  we  put  Interpre- 
tations on  our  Articles  at  variance  with  what  has  been  genendly 
received  as  the  intentions  of  their  compilers,  and  inconsistent  with 
the  Royal  declaration  that  ^'  no  man  ....  shall  put  his  own 
sense  or  comment  to  be  the  meaning.'"]'f 

See  Par.  9^  in  Chap  XYIII. 

Beresford,  Archbishop  op  Armagh. — 1842. 

1.  Having,  in  my  Charge  last  year,  expressed  my  disapprobation 
of  the  mode  of  interpreting  the  Articles  of  Religion,  which  was  put 
forward  by  the  authors  of  The  Tracts  for  the  Times^  I  do  not  think 
it  necessary  to  revert  to  that  subject  now. 

2.  In  this  country,  where  we  have  constantly  before  our  eyes  a 
practical  exhibition  of  the  superstition,  into  which  the  principles  of 
the  Church  of  Rome  lead,  and  must  ever  lead,  the  simple-minded 

•  See  the  Song  of  the  Three  Children,  and  the  l48th  Psalm. 

f  *'  No  man  shall  either  print  or  preach  to  draw  the  Article  aside  any  way,  but  shall 
submit  to  it  in  the  plain  and  full  meaning  thereof;  and  shall  not  put  his  own  sense  or 
comment  to  be  the  meaning  of  the  Article,  but  shall  take  it  in  ^e  literal  and  gramma- 
tical sense.** — Royal  Declaration  prefixed  to  the  Articles.  It  would  seem  difficult  to 
frame  language  more  suited  to  the  case,  if  it  were  desired  now  to  draw  up  a  declaration 
condemnatory  of  the  reasoning  employed  in  Tract  90. 

**  Whereas  it  is  usual  at  this  davto  make  the  particular  beiief  qf  the  writers  their 
true  Interpretation,  I  would  make  the  beli^  qf  the  Catholic  C^vrch  such.**  .... 
^*  I  would  say  the  Articles  are  received,  not  in  the  sense  of  their  framers,'  but  (as  far 
as  the  wording  will  admit  or  any  ambiguity  requires  it)  in  the  one  Catholic  sense.** — 
Letter  to  Dr.  Jelf,  by  the  Author  of  Tract  90.  p.  24. 

**  I  would  do  what  our  Reformers  in  the  sixteenth  century  did.  ....  I  would 
do  the  same  thing  now,  if  I  could  ;  I  would  not  change  the  Articles,  I  would  add  to 
them  ;  add  protests  against  the  Erastianism  and  latitudinarianism  which  haveincmsted 
them.  I  would  impend  to  the  Catechism  a  section  on  the  power  of  the  Church.'* 
**  Corruptions  are  pouring  in  which,  sooner  or  later,  will  need  a  Sboono  Rssormation.** 
^Traei  41,  pp.  3.  12.    See  also  Tract  38,  p.  2. 


3  See  note  1,  p.  636,  supra, — £d. 
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and  Ignorant  poor  of  that  Communion,  we  are  in  less  danger  of 
adopting  a  style  of  language  respecting  those  principles,  which  would 
palliate  them,  if  not  recommend  them,  to  our  parishioners.  In 
EDgland,  where  these  practical  results  of  Romanism  are  not  so 
distinctly  seen,  and  where  the  memory  of  them  has  faded  from  the 
minds  of  the  people,  there  is  not  so  powerful  a  check  administered 
to  the  speculations  of  men  who  live  in  the  seclusion  of  their  Col- 
leges, and  thence  send  forth  their  views  of  the  refined  construction 
that  may  be  put  on  Roman  Catholic  Formularies  of  worship  and  de- 
finitions of  Doctrine.  But  it  was  long  since  remarked  by  the  "ju- 
dicious^ Hooker,  that  ^'  in  controversies  between  us  and  the  Church 
of  Rome,  that  which  they  practise,  is,  many  times,  even  according 
to  the  very  grossness  of  that  which  the  vulgar  sort  conceiveth ; 
when  that  which  they  teach  to  maintain  it,  is  so  nice  and  subtile, 
that  hold  can  very  hardly  be  taken  thereupon  ;  in  which  cases  we 
should  do  the  Church  of  God  small  benefit,  by  disputing  with  them 
according  unto  the  finest  points  of  their  dark  conveyances,  and  suf- 
fering that  sense  of  their  Doctrine  to  go  uncontrolled,  wherein  by 
the  common  sort  it  is  ordinarily  received  and  practised.^ 

3.  1  feel  it,  however,  the  less  necessary  to  offer  you  any  further 
admonition  on  the  subject  of  these  Tracts,  which  have  occasioned 
so  much  contention,  and  have  so  sadly  interrupted  the  harmony  of 
the  Church,  inasmuch  as  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Down  and  Connor,  and 
Dromore,  has  recently  put  forth  some  valuable  observations  respect- 
ing them,  which  have  been  circulated  through  a  medium  that  I  am 
sure  must  have  placed  them  in  the  hands  of  all  the  Clergy.  In  the 
excellent  observations  of  that  learned  and  venerated  Prelate  1  fully 
agree,  and  I  would  commend  them  to  your  special  attention.  I 
would  also  recommend  to  your  consideration  the  counsel  which  he 
has  at  the  same  time  given  his  Clergy  for  the  guidance  of  their  con- 
duct in  conformity  with  the  discipline  of  the  Church. 

Wilson,  Bishop  of  Calcutta. — 1842. 

[The  folhtoing  are  the  remarks  alluded  to  by  the  Bishop  of  Aus- 
TBALL\,  p.  634,  supra. — Ed.] 

One  obstacle  remained :  our  noble  Thirtt-ninb  Articles  of 
Beligion,  drawn  up  on  purpose  to  oppose  and  condemn  the  chief 
errors  in  doctrine  and  practice  of  the  Bomish  Church.  Portentous 
as  is  the  fact,  they  have  been  openly  assailed  by  one  of  the  most 
dishonourable  efforts  of  sophistry,  which,  1  must  say,  has  ever  been 
witnessed  in  theological  discussions  ;  and  which  forms  a  melancholy 
proof  of  what  a  learned,  and  earnest,  and  able  writer  is  capable, 
when  under  the  baneful  influence  of  a  theory.*  It  will  be  necessary 
here  to  substantiate  the  allegation. 

The  following  is,  so  far  as  I  can  understand,  the  Interpretation 
DOW  imposed  on  our  Articles. 

*  No.  90.  Traci$for  the  Timee, 
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The  6th  Article,  "  On  the  safficiencj  of  Holy  Scripture,''  is  held 
not  to  teach  that  the  inspired  Word  is  the  sole  Rule  of  Faith.* 

The  11th,  ^'  On  Justification,*"  admits,  it  seems,  ^^  of  Justification 
by  our  Works,^  and  also,  "  by  Baptism .'*'-|- 

The  12th  and  13th  are  found  to  allow,  that  ^'  Works  done  with 
Divine  aid,  and  in  Faith  before  Justification,  do  dispose  men  to  re- 
ceive the  grace  of  Justification.*"  I 

The  19th  Article  on  the  visible  Church  is  not  ^^  a  logical  defi- 
nition tehat  a  Church  is^ — ^'  and  the  questions  whether  Episcopal 
succession,  or  whether  intercommunion  with  the  whole  be  necessary 
to  each  part  of  it,  are  not  expressly  treated  of.^  § 

Article  21st,  instead  of  really  asserting,  as  it  seems  to  do,  that 
General  Councils  may  err,  and  have  erred,  asserts  this  only  as  "  to 
the  human  Prince,  and  not  the  King  of  Saints,^  and  as  to  '^  Councils 
not  called  in  the  name  of  Christ^ — a  case  which,  it  seems,  *'  lies 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  Article,  or  at  any  rate  beside  its  deter- 
mination.*" II 

Article  22nd  does  not  condemn  ''  the  primitive  Doctrine'*'  con- 
cerning Purgatory,  Pardon,  Images,  Relics,  and  Invocation  of  Saints; 
but  only  the  abuses  of  them  by  certain  Romish  Doctors.^ 

The  25th  Article,**  on  the  Sacraments,  does  not  exclude  the  five 

*  I  cite  the  Articles  referred  to. 

VI.  0/the  Sufficiency  of  the  Holy  Sor^ahtres  for  S(dv^^ 

Holy  Scripture  containeth  all  things  necessary  to  salvation :  so  that  whatsoever  is 
not  read  therein,  nor  may  be  proved  thereby,  is  not  to  be  required  of  any  man,  that  it 
should  be  believed  as  an  Article  of  the  Faith,  or  be  thought  requisite  or  necessary  to 
salvation. 

t  XL  0/ihe  JuetifieaHoH  of  Man, 

We  are  accounted  righteous  before  God,  only  for  the  merit  of  our  Lord  and  Savioar 
Jesus  Christ  by  faith,  and  not  for  our  works  or  deservings :  Wherefore,  thai  we  are 
justified  by  Faith  only  is  a  most  wholesome  Doctrine,  and  very  full  of  comfort,  as  more 
largely  is  expressed  in  the  Homily  of  Justification. 

t  XIIL  Of  Works  before  JtuHfieaHon, 

Works  done  before  the  Grace  of  Christ,  and  the  inspiration  of  his  Spirit,  are  not 
pleasant  to  God,  forasmuch  as  they  raring  not  of  fidth  in  Jesus  Christ,  neither  do  they 
make  men  meet  to  receive  grace,  or  (as  the  School-authors  say)  deserve  grace  of  con- 
gruity :  vea,  rather,  for  that  they  are  not  done  as  Grod  hath  willed  and  commanded 
them  to  be  done,  we  doubt  not  but  they  have  the  nature  of  sin. 
§  XIX.  O/iheOumdL 

The  visible  Church  of  Christ  is  a  congregation  of  faithful  men,  in  which  the  pure 
Word  of  God  is  preached,  and  the  Sacraments  be  duly  ministered  according  to  Chnstls 
ordinance,  in  all  those  things  that  of  necessity  are  requisite  to  the  same. 
11  XXI.  0/ihe  Authority  of  General  Cotmcih. 

General  Councils  may  not  be  gathered  together  without  the  commandment  and  will 
of  Princes.  And  when  they  be  gathered  together,  (forasmuch  as  they  be  an  assembly 
of  men,  whereof  all  be  not  governed  with  the  Spirit  and  Word  of  God,)  thev  mav  err, 
and  sometimes  have  erred,  even  in  things  pertaining  unto  God.  Where/ore  things 
ordained  bv  them  as  necessary  to^'salvation  nave  neither  strengtii  nor  authority,  unless 
it  may  be  declared  that  they  be  taken  out  of  Holy  Scripture. 
t  XXII.  0/  Puryatory. 

The  Romish  Doctrine  concerning  Purgatory,  Pardons,  Worshipping  and  Adoration, 
as  well  of  Images  as  of  Reliques,  and  also  Invocation  of  Saints,  is  a  fond  thing  vainly 
invented,  and  grounded  upon  no  warranty  of  Scripture,  but  rather  repugnant  to  the 
Word  of  God. 

♦♦  XXV.  Cfthe  Saeramenit. 

There  are  two  Sacraments  ordained  of  Christ  our  Lord  in  the  Gospel,  that  is  to  say, 
Baptism  and  the  Supper  of  the  Lord. 
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Romish  additional  ones,  ''  if  the  Church  has  the  power  of  dispensing 
Grace  through  rites  of  its  own  appointment,'"  which,  it  is  intimated, 
it  has. 

Transubstantiation,  in  Article  28th,*  is  admitted,  so  far  as  ''  a 
change  in  the  Elements^^  goes,  and  ^^  Real  super-local  Presence  in 
the  Holy  Sacrament.*" 

Article  31st  f  is  by  no  means  directed  against  the  Creed  of  the 
Roman  Church  as  to  the  Sacrifice  of  the  Mass,  but  only  against 
^*  actual  existing  error  in  Masses.**^ 

The  Celibacy  of  the  Clergy,  Article  32nd,:^  it  is  "  in  the  power  of 
the  Church  to  enjoin.*" 

Article  35th  §  does  not  require  an  assent  to  all  and  every  part  of 
the  Homilies,  because  '^  we  sign  not  them,  but  an  Article  which  doe9 
but  generally  approve  of  them.*" 

The  Bishop  of  Rome,  Article  37tb,j[  still  has  jurisdiction  in  Eng- 
land, which  is  simply  "  an  event  in  Providence."" — The  Sufficiency 
of  Scripture  as  the  Rule  of  Faith :  a  Sermon  preached  at  the  Cathedral 
Church  of  St.  John^  Calcutta^  at  an  Ordination  holden  on  Sunday^ 
May  2,  1841,  pp.  49—54. 

These  anti-Protestant  sentiments  ^  were  penned  in  1834.  What 
Mr.  Newman  has  written  in  No.  90  of  the  Tracts,  in  1841,  is  quite 
in  harmony  with  them ;  and  both  of  them  seal,  as  I  conceive.  The 

CONDEMNATION  OF   THE  WHOLE    TrADFTIONIST   ScHOOL   OF  ThEOLOGY,  aS 

Those  five  commonly  called  Sacraments ;  that  is  to  say,  Confinnation,  Penance,  Or- 
ders, Matrimony,  and  Extreme  Unction,  are  not  to  be  counted  for  Sacraments  of  the 
€k)6pel,  being  such  as  have  grown  partly  of  the  corrupt  following  of  the  Apostles, 
partly  are  states  of  Hfe  allowed  in  the  Scriptures  *,  but  yet  have  not  like  nature  of  Sa- 
craments with  Baptism  and  the  Lord*s  Supper,  for  that  they  have  not  any  visible  sign 
or  ceremony  ordained  of  God. 

•  XXVIII.  Of  the  Lard'i  Supper. 

Transubstantiation  (or  the  change  of  the  substance  of  Bread  and  Wine)  in  the  Sup- 
per of  the  Lord,  cannot  be  proved  by  Holy  Writ ;  but  is  repugnant  to  the  plain  words 
of  Scripture,  overthroweth  the  nature  of  a  Sacrament,  and  hath  given  occasion  to  many 
superstitions. 

f  XXXI.  Of  the  one  Oblatton  of  Ckrisi Jmisked  upon  the  Crtm. 

The  Offering  of  Christ  once  made  is  that  perfect  redemption,  propitiation,  and  satis- 
faction for  all  the  sins  of  the  whole  world,  both  original  and  actual ;  and  there  is  none 
other  satisfaction  for  sin  but  that  alone.  Wherefore  the  sacrifices  of  Masses,  in  the 
which  it  was  commonly  said  that  the  Priest  did  offer  Christ  for  the  quick  and  the  dead, 
to  have  remission  of  pain  or  guilt,  were  blasphemous  fables  and  dangerous  deceits. 
X  XXXII.  O/ike  Marriage  of  Priests. 

Bishops.  Priests,  and  Deacons,  are  not  commanded  bv  God*s  Law,  either  to  vow  the 
estate  of  single  life,  or  to  abstain  from  marriage :  therefore  it  is  lawful  for  them,  as  for 
all  other  Chnstian  men,  to  marry  at  their  own  discretion,  as  they  shaU  judge  the  same 
to  serve  better  to  godliness. 

§  XXXV.  Homiiies. 

The  second  Book  of  Homilies,  the  several  titles  whereof  we  have  joined  under  this 

Article,  doth  contain  a  godlv  and  wholesome  Doctrine,  and  necessary  for  these  times, 

as  doth  the  former  Book  of  Homilies,  which  were  set  forth  in  the  time  of  Edward  the 

Sixth ;  and  therefore  we  judge  them  to  be  read  in  Churches  by  the  Ministers,  diligently 

nd  distinctly,  that  they  may  be  understanded  by  the  people. 

II  XXXVn.  OfiheCiva  Magistrates. 

The  Bishop  of  Rome  hath  no  jurisdiction  in  this  Realm  of  England. 


^  His  Lordship  is  speaking  of  Mr.  Froudi^s  abuse  of  Bishop  Jbwsl...Ed. 
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in  avowed  hostility  with  the  Doctrine  and  Order  of  onr  Reformed 
Church,  as  settled  by  Cranmer,  Ridley,  this  very  Jewel,  and  onr 
other  great  Martyrs  and  Bishops,  at  the  blessed  period  of  the  Re- 
formation of  Religion. — Ibid.^  Appendix,  p.  108. 

Mant,  Bishop  op  Down  and  Connor,  and  Dromore. — 1842. 

27.  Be  it  a  fourth  caution,  that  we  do  not  adopt  a  rule  for  the 
Interpretation  of  the  Articles  of  the  Church,  so  as  to  impose  upon 
them  a  sense  different  from  that  which  they  were  originally  in- 
tended to,  and  do  properly,  bear. 

28.  The  Articles  of  religion,  '^  agreed  upon  by  the  Archbishops  and 
Bishops  of  both  provinces,  and  the  whole  clergy,  in  the  Convocation 
holden  at  Liondon  in  the  year  1562,'^  were  agreed  upon  "  for  the 
avoiding  of  diversities  of  opinions,  and  for  the  establishing  of  con- 
sent touching  true  religion  ."^^  And  the  King^s  declaration,  in  rati- 
fication of  the  Articles  in  1628,  insisted  on  the  agreement  of  the 
clergy  ^^  in  the  true,  usual,  literal  meaning  of  the  Articles  ;*"  and 
commanded  every  man  ^^  not  to  draw  the  Article  aside  any  way, 
or  to  put  his  own  sense  or  comment  to  be  the  meaning  of  it,''  but 
^'  to  submit  to  it  in  the  plain  and  full  meaning  thereof,^  and  to 
''  take  it  in  the  literal  grammatical  sense.''^ 

29.  The  conduct  of  the  Church  herein  was  marked  by  integrity 
and  prudence ;  and  the  line  described  for  the  observance  of  her 
Ministers  appears  intelligible  and  plain :  on  her  part,  a  clear  enun- 
ciation of  her  sentiments  on  the  various  topics  brought  under 
notice ;  on  her  Ministers,  an  honest  subscription  to  her  sentiments, 
in  ^'  the  true,  usual,  literal  meaning,^'  in  ^^  the  literal  grammatical 
sense ''  of  the  language  which  conveyed  them. 

30.  Other  views,  however,  both  of  the  conduct  of  the  Church, 
and  of  the  Interpretation  of  her  Articles  by  her  Ministers,  have 
been  taken'  in  these  our  times.  The  Church  has  been  described  as 
'^  seeming  to  give  an  uncertain  sound  ;^^  as  teaching  ^'  with  the 
stammering  lips  of  ambiguous  formularies  ;^^^  *  a  grievous  impeach- 
ment of  her  character,  for  truth  or  discretion,  that  she  could  discover 
and  prescribe  no  better  means  than  uncertainty  and  ambiguity  for 
the  attainment  of  her  avowed  object  of  ^^  avoiding  diversities  of 
opinions,  and  establishing  consent  touching  true  religion.'*^ 

31.  And  for  the  sense  of  the  Articles  reference  has  been  made, 
less  to  the  true  purport  of  their  language  according  to  the  use  of 
their  framers,  than  to  the  teaching,  or  rather  the  imaginary  teaching, 
of  the  Catholic  Church,  according  as  each  individual  may  form  his 
measure  of  that  criterion ;  a  process  for  ascertaining  the  truth,  the 

♦  Tracts^  No.  90. 


^  This  expression  was  altered  by  Mr.  Nbwvan  in  the  editions  of  Tract  90,  which 
he  continued  to  publish  after  its  condemnation.    See  note  4,  p.  36.  «iy»rv.— Ed. 


ITS   NSGB88ART   CONSEQUENCE    AND   EFFECTS.  545 

very  contrary  to  that  which  our  Church  has  prescribed;  for, 
whereas  she  has  studied  to  avoid  diversities  of  opinions  by  definite 
statements,  to  which  she  has  required  her  Ministers  to  testify  their 
assent,  the  modern  hypothesis  supposes  her  Ministers  to  be  thus  re- 
ferred back  again  to  the  scattered  testimonies  of  bygone  times,  and 
an  indefinite  Antiquity ;  or  rather  to  the  deductions,  each  of  his  own 
mind,  from  the  records  of  antiquarian  ecclesiastical  lore. 

32.  The  consequence  of  this  must  needs  be  perplexity  and  hesi- 
tation in  fixing  the  meaning  of  the^Articles ;  occasions  for  evading 
or  explaining  away  their  real  intention ;  laxity  of  sentiment  as  to 
the  importance  of  Unity  of  the  Faith,  and  diversity  and  contrariety, 
instead  of  unanimity  and  concord,  in  those  who  make  profession  of 
it ;  nay,  the  co-existence  of  subscription  to  the  Articles  with  an 
inward  belief  of  the  very  errors  which  the  Articles  themselves  were 
framed  to  counteract. 

33.  And  what,  meanwhile,  is  the  object  to  be  thus  attained^ 
Avowedly,  that  "  members  of  our  Church  may  be  kept  from  strag- 
gling in  the  direction  of  Rome  i*"**  or,  as  I  understand  it,  that  those 
whose  minds  disincline  them  for  communion  with  our  National  Church, 
from  a  want  of  cordial  concurrence  with  her  Articles  literally  un- 
derstood, may  discover  a  solution  for  their  embarrassment  in  inter- 
pretations supposed  to  be  supplied  by  Ecclesiastical  Antiquity ;  and 
thus  efiectively  retrograde  step  by  step  from  their  natural  parent, 
under  the  semblance  of  a  strict  devotion  to  the  Catholic  Church ; 
bat  in  reality,  it  is  to  be  feared,  by  an  approximation  to  the  Church 
of  Rome. 

34.  For,  in  truth,  the  points  on  which  this  latitude  of  inter- 
pretation is  sought,  and  a  reference  is  pleaded  to  the  testimony  of 
Catholic  Antiquity,  are  the  points  on  which  our  National  Church  is 
at  variance  with  the  Romish  Church :  and  it  is  on  these  points  that 
satisfaction  is  offered  to  the  scrupulous  inquirer,  by  detaching  cor- 
ruptions of  the  Christian  religion  from  their  connection  with  Rome, 
in  which  connection  they  are  condemned  by  our  Twenty-second 
Article ;  and  thereby  procuring  admission  for  them  into  the  mind, 
under  the  character  of  ancient  Catholic  truths  :  as  if,  for  example, 
whilst  the  particular  corruptions,  condemned  by  the  Article,  were 
condemned  merely  as  Romish  corruptions,  other  synonymous 
practices  of  ^^  purgatory,  pardons,  worshipping  and  adoration,  as 
well  of  images  as  of  reliques,  and  also  of  Invocation  of  Saints,^  had 
been  previously  in  being,  for  which  the  example  of  ante-Roman 
Antiquity  might  be  pleaded,  and  against  which,  therefore,  the 
Article  was  not  directed.  And  so  protection  is  thrown  over  the 
very  doctrine  which  the  Article  was  intended  to  reprobate :  whilst 
we  are  told  that  '^a  certain  veneration  for  reliques  ^"f  is  not  to  be 
condemned,  but  is  to  be  tolerated ;  that  '^a  certain  worshipping  and 
Invocation  of  Saints  ^'|  is  not  censurable ;  that  ^'a  certain  adoration 

♦  Letter  to  Dr.  JOf,  by  the  Author  of  No,90,  p.  27.  t  No.  90,  p  24. 

t  lb.  p.  36. 

2  N 


546  INTERPBIBTATION   OF  THE   ARTICLEB. TRilCT  90: 

of  God^s  messengers^  is  not  wrong  and  exceptionable,  bnt  is  allow- 
able: provided  they  be  not  accompanied  with  all  the  fond  and 
foolish  conceits,  with  all  the  aggravations  of  a  senseless  and  profane 
superstition,  which  mark  the  Romish  errors.* 

35.  By  this  principle,  then,  of  Interpretation,  it  is  to  be  nnder- 
stood,  tliat  not  the  errors  repudiated  by  the  Church  in  her  Twenty- 
second  Article,  but  the  circumstances  attending  them,  are  con- 
demned. And  by  a  somewhat  similar  process  it  is  discovered,  that 
the  Thirty-first  Article,  which  condemns  ^^  the  Sacrifices  of  Masses,^ 
is  not  to  be  understood  as  speaking  of  '^  the  Sacrifice  of  the  Ma88;'"-f 
that  notwithstanding  the  Thirty-second,  which  declares  the  lawful- 
ness of  the  Marriage  of  Priests  at  their  own  discretion,  the  Church 
has  power,  did  she  so  choose,  to  take  A'om  them  this  discretion, 
and  to  oblige  them  either  to  Marriage  or  to  Celibacy ;  I  and  that, 
i^otwithstanding  the  declaration  in  the  Thirty-seventh  Article,  that 
'*  the  Bishop  of  Rome  hath  no  jurisdiction  in  this  realm  of  England^''^ 
the  Supremacy  of  the  Pope,  while  it  lasted,  was  ^^an  event  in 
Providence;"  that  his  jurisdiction,  while  it  lasted,  was  ^^ ordained 
of  Grod/'^  and  had  a  claim  on  our  obedience ;  that  the  same  cha- 
racter belonged  to  "the  Metropolitan,  the  Patriarchal,  and  the 
Papal  systems;"  and  that,  as  to  whether  the  Pope  ** ought  to 
have  Supremacy,^  ouffht  does  not  in  any  degree  come  into  the 
question."'' § 

36.  Thus,  indeed,  may  "  the  stammering  lips  of  uncertain  formu- 
laries" be  fastened  upon  the  Anglican  Church;  not  so,  whilst  she 
is  suffered  to  utter  her  sentiments  in  her  own  plain  forms  of  speech, 
and  is  not  constrained  to  submit  her  meaning  to  the  fanciful  expo- 
sition which  her  interpreters  may  be  pleased  to  call  the  teaching  of 
the  Catholic  Church. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  op  Exeter. — 1842. 

41.  (But)  So  great  and  general  an  excitement  has  prevailed 
respecting  one  of  them — ^the  last  of  the  series — that  I  might  seem 
to  shrink  from  avowing  my  opinion  of  it,  if  I  were  altogether  silent. 
Yet  to  speak  at  all  of  a  production,  whose  matter  is  so  multifarious, 
will  render  it  necessary  to  go  rather  more  into  detail,  than  may 
well  accord  with  this  occasion,  after  so  much  which  has  been  already, 
and  still  remains  to  be,  said.  Bear  with  me,  however,  I  entreat 
you,  while  I  trespass  a  little  on  your  patience,  in  consideration  of 
the  demand  which  the  public  voice  seems  to  have  made  on  the 
Bishops,  for  their  judgment  on  a  Tract,  which  has  excited  a  wider 
and  deeper  interest  than  any  other  within  our  remembrance. 

♦  No.  90,  p.  40.  t  lb.  p.  69.  t  lb.  p.  64.  §  lb.  p.  77. 

'i  See  Charge  of  the  Bishop  of  Llandapp,  par.  24,  in  Chap.  XIX.^Ed. 

*  See  the  Oath  of  Supremacy  as  quoted  by  the  Tractarians,  in  Appendix  I. 
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42.  That  it  is  the  last  of  the  series,  is  itself  a  matter  of  much 
satisfaction,  for,  undoubtedly,  these  Tracts  were  creating  an  un- 
wholesome agitation — an  agitation  which  was  driving  the  writers 
into  excesses,  of  which,  perhaps,  in  the  full  extent,  they  were  them- 
selves unconscious ;  and  at  the  same  time,  were  producing  the  usual 
effect  of  all  extreme  courses — the  generating  of  equal  excesses,  on 
the  part  of  others,  in  an  opposite  direction. 

43.  That  it  is  the  last,  is  also,  on  another  account,  both  satis- 
factory and  worthy  of  much  praise.  The  discontinuance  of  these 
publications  proves  that,  with  the  writers,  a  deference  to  Church 
authority  is  more  than  an  empty  name.  It  is  not  with  their  lips, 
or  with  their  pens  alone,  that  they  have  set  forth  the  duty  of  frank 
and  ingenuous  submission  to  the  judgment  of  their  Bishop.  A  single 
request  from  him,  founded  on  his  view  of  what  was  best  for  the 
peace  of  the  Church,  sufBced  to  silence  them.^ 

44.  But  here  commendation  from  me  must  cease.  The  tone  of 
the  Tract,  as  it  respects  our  own  Church,  is  offensive  and  indecent ; 
as  it  regards  the  Reformation  and  our  Reformers,  absurd,  as  well 
as  incongruous  and  unjust.  Its  principles  of  interpreting  our  Arti- 
cles I  cannot  but  deem  most  unsound ;  the  reasoning  with  which  it 
supports  its  principles,  sophistical;  the  averments  on  which  it 
founds  its  reasoning,  at  variance  with  recorded  facts. 

45.  Having  thought  it  right  to  avow  this  opinion,  it  is  my  duty 
to  state  the  grounds  on  which  I  have  formed  it. 

46.  I.  On  the  first  particular,  indeed,  the  language  of  the  Tract 
respecting  our  Church,  it  cannot  be  necessary  to  say  much.  Does 
it  become  a  son  of  that  Church,  a  Minister  at  its  altar — a  pious 
and  faithfril  Minister,  as  I  frilly  believe  him  to  be — one  who  has 
been  wont  to  set  forth  in  high  terms  the  duty  of  reverence  for  the 
Church  in  general — does  it  become  such  a  man  to  jeer  at  the  par- 
ticular Church  in  which  God^^s  providence  has  placed  him ;  to  tell 
her  to  ^^  sit  still — to  work  in  chains — to  submit  to  her  imperfections 
as  a  punishment ;  to  go  on  teaching  with  the  stammering  lips  of 
ambiguous  formularies,  and  inconsistent  precedents,  and  principles 
but  partially  developed  ^ !  *  ® 

47.  II.  Or,  again,  is  it  consistent,  I  will  not  say  with  decent 
respect  for  the  memory  of  confessors  and  the  blood  of  martyrs,  but 
with  due  thankfulness  to  Almighty  Grod,  for  enabling  our  forefathers 
to  rescue  this  Church  and  nation  from  the  usurped  dominion,  the 
idolatrous  worship,  the  corrupt  and  corrupting  practices,  to  which 

*  TraoUfor  the  Times,  No,  90,  Introduction. 


''  Witness  the  subsequent  editions  of  Tract  90,  and  the  unanimous  vindication  of 
its  principles  by  the  leading  Tractarian8.—Note  2,  p.  103,  supra.  Witness  also  the 
continued  republication  of  Popish  Manuals  of  Devotion. — Note  3,  p.  530.  Mr. 
Newman's  Sermons  on  Subjects  of  the  Day ,  did  not  appear  in  print  until  the  author 
had  withdrawn  himself  from  Episcopal  Jurisdiction. — Ed. 

s  See  Note  4,  p.  36,  «i«pra.— Ed. 
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they  had  been  so  long  enthralled ;  is  it,  I  ask,  consistent  with  a 
due  sense  of  that  inestimable  benefit ;  is  it  even  in  accordance  with 
the  dictates  of  common  sense,  to  urge  as  a  reason  for  an  inert  and 
sluggish  acquiescence  in  prevailing  corruptions  (manifestly  pointing 
at  our  own  Reformation) — that  ^^  religious  changes,  to  be  beneficial, 
should  be  the  act  of  the  whole  body ;  they  are  worth  little  if  they 
are  the  mere  act  of  a  majority  ?  No  good  can  come  of  any  change 
which  is  not  heartfelt — ^a  development  of  feelings  springing  up 
freely  and  calmly  within  the  bosom  of  the  whole  body  itself.^ 
When  did  the  Church  witness  any  such  reformation  I  How,  with- 
out a  miracle,  could  it  be  accomplished !  Was  the  planting  of  the 
Gospel  itself,  that  greatest  of  "  religious  changes,'"  thus  peaceably 
and  quietly  accomplished ! 

48.  ^^  Moreover,  a  change  in  theological  teaching  involves  either 
the  commission  or  the  confession  of  sin  ;  it  is  either  the  profession 
or  renunciation  of  erroneous  doctrine ;  and  if  it  does  not  succeed  in 
proving  the  fact  of  past  guilt,  it,  ipto/aetOy  implies  present.'" 

49.  Surely,  the  same  plea  might  be  urged  against  all  change  of 
life  and  manners.  But  it  is  idle  to  argue  against  statements  which 
were  not  designed  for  argument,  but  for  scoffing.  Let  me  only  ask 
with  what  grace  can  this  writer  reprobate  all  ^^  changes,  good  in 
themselves,  which  are  the  fruits,  not  of  the  quiet  conviction  of  all, 
but  of  the  agitation,  &c.  of  a  few^^!  What  have  he  and  his  co- 
adjutors been  doing  during  the  last  seven  years !  Have  they  been 
backward  in  promoting  ^^  a  change  in  theological  teaching^  t  Have 
they  waited  for  '^  a  development  of  feelings  springing  up  freely  and 
calmly  within  the  bosom  of  the  whole  body  itself^! 

50.  III.  But  it  is  time  to  look  at  the  principles  of  inierpreHnff 
the  Articles^  which  it  seems  to  be  the  chief  aim  of  the  Tract  to 
establish  and  carry  out.  The  first  of  them  is  thus  set  forth  by  the 
author  himself,  in  the  professed  explanation  of  his  own  views : — 
*^  Whereas  it  is  usual  at  this  day  to  make  the  particular  belief  of 
the  writers  of  the  Articles  their  true  interpretation  ;  I  would  make 
the  belief  of  the  Catholic  Church  such^  Again,  ^'  I  would  say,  the 
Articles  are  received  not  in  the  sense  of  their  framers,^  but  (as  iar 
as  the  wording  will  admit,  or  any  ambiguity  requires  it)  in  the  one 
Catholic  sense.  * 

51.  I  am  not  aware  of  having  before  heard  of  that  principle  of 
Interpreting  the  Articles,  which  he  says  is  usual^  namely,  ^'  the 
belief  of  the  writers  of  the  Articles,^  though  that  belief  may  be 
admitted  as  an  aid  in  explaining  terms  or  propositions  which  are 
not  in  themselves  plain :  I  would  rather  say  that  the  usual,  as  well 
as  the  only  sound,  principle  of  interpreting  them,  is  to  understand 
them  in  the  sense  in  which  he,  who  subscribes,  has  sufficient  reason 

*  Letter  to  Dr,  JeJfy  p.  84. 


9  See  note  1,  p.  638,  tupro.— £d. 
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to  know  that  they  are  nnderstood  by  the  authority,  which  imposes 
the  subscription — in  other  words,  by  the  legislature,  both  the  civil 
and  the  ecclesiastical  legislature ;  for  both  have  alike  imposed  it. 
The  ciyil  legislature,  inaeed,  or  parliament,  we  may  well  believe, 
has  intended  that  they  be  understood  in  the  sense  of  the  ecclesi- 
astical or  Convocation ;  and,  as  no  different  sense  has  been  put 
upon  them  by  any  subsequent  parliament  or  Convocation  (though 
both  have  subsequently  renewed  the  requisition  of  Subscription), 
we  may  fairly  look  back  to  the  sense  of  the  Convocation  of  1571, 
which  must  have  been  the  sense  of  Parliament  in  the  same  year, 
when  both  legislatures,  for  the  first  time,  imposed  the  duty  of 
Subscription. 

52.  Now  the  Convocation  of  that  year,  in  the  very  Canon* 
which  imposed  Subscription  to  the  Articles,  tells  us  what  is  the 
sense  which  they  were  designed  to  bear — namely,  the  Catholic 
sense ;  for  as  it  there  enjoins  ''  preachers  to  teach  nothing  to  be 
religiously  holden  or  believed  but  what  is  agreeable  to  the  Doctrine 
of  the  Old  and  New  Testament,  and  has  been  collected  out  of  the 
same  by  the  Catholic  Fathers  and  ancient  Bishops,^  it  must  be  con- 
sidered as  following  its  own  rule  in  putting  forth  a  Book  of  Articles 
'^  for  the  establishing  of  consent  touching  true  religion  ;^'  and  it  is 
as  a  security  for  the  observance  of  this  rule,  that  Subscription  to  the 
Articles  is  required,  **  which  Articles,'^  it  proceeds  to  say,  "  have 
been  collected  out  of  Scripture,  and  agree  in  all  'points  with  the 
heavenly  doctrine  therein  contained.'^ 

53.  If  this  statement  asserts  the  very  principle  propounded  in 
the  Tract — ^namely,  that  the  Articles  are  to  be  understood  in  the 
Catholic  sense,  it  will,  nevertheless,  be  found,  on  consideration,  to 
be  utterly  irreconcilable  with  the  application  of  that  principle,  as 
contended  for  in  the  Tract:  for  it  is  there  maintained,  that  any 
man  will  satisfy  the  duty  incurred  in  subscribing  the  Articles,  if  he 
assents  to  them,  not  in  their  plain,  and  obvious,  and  grammatical 
sense,  but  in  that  sense  which  he,  of  his  own  mere  opinion,  shall 
determine  to  be  '^  Catholic  ;'*'  whereas  the  Canon  shews  that  the 
plain,  and  obvious,  and  grammatical,  is  also  the  Catholic  sense ;  and 
the  Preacher  or  Minister  who  shall  adopt  any  other  sense,  as  the 
Catholic,  does,  in  truth,  prefer  his  own  private  judgment  on  the 
point,  to  the  declared  judgment  of  the  Church  synodically  as- 
sembled— a  procedure  as  uncatholic  and  schismatical  as  can  be  well 
imagined. 

54.  I  might  insist  on  other  objections  to  their  principle;  but 
they  have  been  so  ably  urged,  especially  by  Dr.  Elrington,  Regius 
Professor  of  Divinity  in  the  University  of  Dublin,  that  I  content 
myself  with  referring  you  to  what  he  has  said. 

55.  IV.  I  turn,  therefore,  to  another,  and  practically  the  most 
mischievous,  of  the  principles  set  forth  in  the  Tract. 

•  ^  Concionatoreo,** 
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56.  It  is  there  ^  held,  that  ^^  our  Articles  were  not  directed  against 
the  Decrees  of  Trenty  because  they  were  written  before  those 
Decrees  ;^  that  ^'  the  Decrees,  in  their  mere  letter,  do  not  express 
that  authoritative  teaching  of  Rome  which  is  condemned  bj  the 
Articles ;  that  senses  short  of  this  Doctrine  will  fulfil  the  letter  of 
the  Decrees ;  and  that  the  censures  contained  in  the  Articles  have 
a  sufficient  object,  though  the  Decrees  of  Trent,  taken  by  them- 
selves, remain  untouched.'*^ 

57.  All  this,  and  much  more  to  the  same  effect,  is  manifestly 
designed  to  shew  that  there  is  nothing  in  our  Articles  inconsistent 
with  the  letter  of  the  Decrees  of  Trent ;  that  those  Decrees,  and 
the  Articles,  may  be  held  together  by  the  same  person. 

58.  As  this  is  by  far  the  most  daring  attempt  ever  yet  made  by 
a  Minister  of  the  Church  of  England  to  neutralize  the  distinctive 
Doctrines  of  our  Church,  and  to  make  us  symbolize  with  Borne, 
I  shall  be  excused  if  I  detain  you,  for  a  few  minutes,  in  unravelling' 
the  web  of  sophistry,  which  has  been  laboriously  woven  to  cover  it. 

59.  It  rests  mainly,  as  has  been  said,  on  the  allegation,  that  the 
Articles  were  of  a  date  anterior  to  the  Decrees  of  Trent — an  alle- 
gation, having  just  that  measure  of  truth  which  will  enable  it  most 
efPectually  to  deceive.  • 

60.  In  the  Statutes  and  Canons,  the  Articles  are  described  as 
*^  Articles  agreed  upon  in  the  Convocation  holden  at  London  in  the 
year  1562:^'  whereas  the  Council  of  Trent  did  not  hold  its  last 
Session,  nor  put  forth  its  last  Decree,  till  December,  in  1563. 

61.  This  is  the  face  of  facts  and  dates  most  favourable  to  the 
assertion  in  the  Tract. 

62.  Now  let  us  see  to  what  it  really  amounts.  The  Convocation 
of  1562  is  so  called  according  to  the  Old  Style.  It  commenced  its 
sittings  in  the  month  of  January  of  the  year  which  would  now  be 
called  1 568  ;  and  it  continued  to  sit  till  the  month  of  June,  just  six 
months  before  the  conclusion  of  the  Council  of  Trent.  In  the  course 
of  those  six  months  how  many  Decrees  were  made  by  the  Council 
on  the  points  condemned  in  our  Articles?  One— only  one;  in- 
cluding, indeed,  all  the  matter  dealt  with  in  the  Twenty-second 
Article ;  an  Article,  it  must  be  admitted,  relating  to  several  im- 
portant particulars.  Such  is  the  amount  of  all  that  can  be  honestly 
stated  in  favour  of  the  writer^s  allegation ;  but  even  this  would 
give  a  very  inadequate  view  of  the  weakness  of  his  case.  For 
although  the  Articles,  having  been  in  the  main  settled  by  the 
Convocation  of  1562,  are  always  designated  as  the  Articles  of  that 
Synod,  yet  they  were  not  then  permanently  andjinally  concluded. 

63.  The  Convocation  of  1571  reconsidered  them,  with  a  view  to 
a  final  settlement,   and  made   alterations  in   them   (of  no   great 


1  His  Loidship  quotes  from  Mr.  Newman's  Exj^mtalory  Letter  to  Dr,  Jelfi, — See  note 
2^  p.  638^  ffiipra.^ED. 
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moment  indeed)  before  it  authorized  their  publication  in  English ; 
and,  what  is  more  important,  before  it  made  the  Canon  requiring 
Subscription.  It  was  to  the  Articles,  so  corrected^  not  as  they  were 
left  by  the  Synod  of  1562,  that  the  Statute  of  13  Elizabeth, 
requires  subscription;  for  it  expressly  specifies  "the  Book  of 
Articles  oti^/ir^A  by  the  Queen's  authority^'"  which  was  true  of  the 
English  Book  of  1571  only. 

64.  Subsequently,  on  the  accession  of  King  James,  because 
towards  the  close  of  the  preceding  reign.  Subscription  to  the 
Articles  had  been  made  by  many,  with  such  limitations  or  qualifi- 
cations as  materially  affected  its  value,  as  a  test  of  Unity  of 
Doctrine;  the  Synod,  holden  at  London  in  1603,  (after  "having, 
upon  a  publique  readinge  and  deliberate  considerasion  of  the  said 
Articles,  willingly  and  with  one  accorde  consented  and  subscribed,^^) 
provided,  by  its  Thirty-sixth  Canon,  a  more  precise  and  stringent 
formula,  by  which  every  one  who  subscribes,  professes  to  believe 
"  all  and  every  of  the  Articles  to  be  offreeable  to  the  Ward  of 
Godr 

65.  Here,  then,  we  might  leave  the  case,  apparently  without  a 
shadow  of  pretence  for  the  allegation,  that,  '^  whereas  the  Articles 
were  written*  before  the  Decrees  of  Trent,  they  were  not  directed 
against  those  Decrees.*^^ 

66.  But  if  this  be  so,  the  other  and  much  more  important  alle- 
gation, that  the  Decrees,  taken  by  themselves,  in  their  mere  letter^ 

*  And  yet,  I  fear  that  in  the  word  written  (not  the  moet  obyions,  nor  the  meet 
proper,  to  be  used  on  such  an  occasion,  if  no  ulterior  object  were  in  Tiew)  a  miserable 
shift  has  been  provided ;  I  fear  that  it  may  be  intended  to  say,  that  the  Articles,  though 
not  adopted  in  Synod  till  1602,  were,  in  the  main,  written  ten  years  before ;  for  they 
were  drawn  up  by  Cranmer,  and  first  submitted  to  a  Synod  in  1552.  This  is  true ;  bu^ 
instead  of  aiding  the  writer's  argument,  it  will  be  found,  when  duly  considered,  abso- 
lutely fatal  to  it :  for  it  will  prove,  that  the  Articles,  as  they  now  standi  have,  and  always 
had,  especial  reference  to  the  Doctrine  of  Trent. 

What  might  be  thought  of  Cranmer's  Articles,  if  they  had  been  adopted  in  their 
original  form,  is  not  the  question :  they  were  altered  in  several  particulars  by  the 
Convocation  of  1562,  and  the  principal  alterations  were  manifestly  designed  to 
strengthen  their  opposition  to  the  decrees  of  that  Council.  For  instance,  the  5th 
Article  of  1552,  entitled  ''The  Doctrine  of  Scripture  is  sufficient  to  Salvation,**  deals 
with  this  point  ordy ;  it  declares  not  what  is  meant  by  ^*  Holy  Scripture.**  But  the  6th 
Article  of  1562  and  1571,  having  the  very  same  title,  distinguishes  ''the  Canonical 
Books,  of  whose  authority  was  never  any  doubt  in  the  Church,**  from  the  others, 
**  whicJi  it  doth  not  apply  to  establish  Doctrine  ;**  enumerating  the  Books  of  each  class, 
M  dirtot  oppoeiiion  to  de  TMdentine  CatcUoffue, 

Again,  the  26th  Article  of  1552,  "Of  the  Sacraments,**  speaks  of  Baptism  and  the 
Supper  of  the  Lord,  not  saying  a  word  on  the  other  Romish  Sacraments.  But  the  25th 
of  the  Articles  as  they  now  stand,  having  the  same  title,  directly  attacks  the  Tridentine 
enumeration  of  seven  Sacraments  of  the  new  Law ;  denying,  that  five  of  them  are 
Sacraments  of  the  Gospel,  or  have  the  same  nature  of  Sacraments,  as  Baptism  and  the 
Sapper  of  the  Lord. 

Again,  the  Articles  of  1552,  "Of  Free  WQl,**  and  "  Of  the  Justification  of  Man,** 
were  enlarged  in  those  of  15^,  with  an  especial  eye  to  the  language  of  the  Decrees  of 
Trent,  and  in  opposition  to  them. 

One  of  the  Articles  of  1562,  that  "Of  both  kinds,**  was  wholly  new,  and  directed 
against  a  Decree  of  Trent  which  had  been  made  only  a  few  months  before. 

But  even  Cranmer*s  Articles,  those  of  1552,  though,  in  the  particulars  which  I  have 
just  stated,  they  are  less  pointedly,  or  less  fully,  directed  against  the  Tridentine  Doc- 
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do  not  express  the  Romish  Doctrine,  which  oar  Articles  condemn — 
and,  consequently,  that  Subscription  to  the  Articles  is  not  incom- 
patible with  adherence  to  the  Decrees, — Closes,  at  once,  its  best 
support.  And  thus,  perhaps,  we  might  be  excused  from  more 
mmute  examination  of  it.  Still,  it  cannot  be  an  useless  laboar  to 
shew  the  utter  want  of  all  foundation  whatever  for  so  dangerous  a 
position.  For,  as  I  hardly  need  to  say,  whether  true  or  false,  it 
involves  the  whole  question  between  us  and  Rome.  Those  Decrees 
combine,  avowedly  combine,  the  whole  system  of  Bamish  Doctrine, 
peculiarly  so  called.  They  compose  the  Shibboleth  of  Rome.  The 
Greed  of  Pius  IV.,  formed  upon  them,  and  little  else  than  a  brief 
epitome  of  them  (appended  to  the  Greed  of  the  Gatholic  Ghurch,  in 
defiance  of  the  Canons  of  the  Oeneral  Councils  of  Ephesus  and 
Ghalcedon),  is  required  to  be  explicitly  held  and  maintained,  not 
only  by  every  Romish  Pastor,  but  also  by  every  convert  who  is 
received  into  communion  with  Rome.  Too  much  care,  therefore, 
cannot  be  used,  in  warning  every  member  of  our  own  Church,  es- 
pecially, I  may  be  allowed  to  say,  after  recent  unhappy  experience, 
the  younger  of  our  Clergy,  against  all  approach  to  so  fearful  and 
unhallowed  a  conjunction.* 

67.  I  have  done  with  the  Tract.  Let  me  (mly  add,  that  I  wish 
and  hope  the  intention  of  the  writer,  as  declared  by  himself,  may 
protect  him  from  the  severity  of  censure  which  the  Tract  itself 
deserves.  He  wrote  it,  he  tells  us,  'Ho  do  all  he  could  to  keep 
members  of  our  Church  from  straggling  in  the  direction  of  Rome  i^-f 
and  he  accounts  for  the  sensation  it  has  excited,  by  saying  that 
*'  what  was  addressed  to  one  set  of  persons  has  been  used  and  com- 
mented upon  by  another."  He  adds,  that  '' consciousness  how 
strongly  he  had  pledged  himself  in  other  writings  against  Rome,^ 
made  him  quite  unsuspicious  of  the  possibility  of  any  sort  of  misun- 
derstanding arising  out  of  his  statements  in  it."" 

68.  Be  it  so.  Let  him  have  all  the  benefit  to  which  this  ex- 
planation, and  still  more  his  high  character,  may  entitle  him.  But 
let  it  not  be  thought  invidious,  if  I  say,  that,  as  the  policy  pursued 
in  his  Tract  is  most  discordant  with  the  principles,  and  happily 
with  the  practice,  of  our  Church,  it  cannot  be  matter  of  surprise, 
that  the  adverse  feeling  provoked  by  it  has  more  than  neutralized, 

trine,  do  }[et  numifestiy  apply  to  it.  For  it  is  a  (Pf^t  mistake  to  snppose,  that  even 
thete  *'  Articles  were  written  before  the  Decrees  of  Trent*'  So  far  is  it  otherwise,  that 
of  the  Decrees,  almost  all  whidi  relate  to  particulars  condemned  in  oar  Articles,  were 
made  before  the  end  of  1651,  and  before  tne  sofiroension  of  the  Sessions  of  the  CouncH 
(which  suspension  lasted  from  1502  to  15S2).  The  only  exceptions  are  the  Decrees 
''On  Communion  in  both  kinds;*'  ''On  the  Sacrifice  of  the  Mass;"  and  "On  Pur- 
gatory, Indulgences,*'  &c.  Of  these  the  two  former,  though  after  the  renewal  of  the 
Council's  Sessions,  were  made  before  the  Synod  of  London  in  1562-3. 

*  In  Appendix  II.  is  an  attempt  to  shew  the  impossibility  of  reconciling  our  Arti- 
cles to  the  letter  of  the  Decrees  of  Trent.* 

+  Letter  to  Dr,  Jelf,  p.  27. 
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in  many  dispassionate  minds,  the  high  estimation  of  him  which 
former  services  had  justly  acquired. 

[*^^*  The  following  is  the  Appendix  referred  to  by  his  Lordship  in  Par. 
66,  note :— ] 

I  have  reserved  to  this  place  the  following  attempt  to  shew  the  absolute  in- 
compatibility of  assent  to  our  Articles  with  assent  to  the  Decrees  of  Trent,  not 
in  every  instance  in  which  they  are  contrary  (even  in  the  letter)  to  each  other, 
but  in  a  few  of  the  most  important. 

I  b^n  with  our  Sixth  Article : — 

It  contains  two  propositions;  first,  ^^That  whatsoever  is  not  read  in  Holy 
Scripture  (i.  e.  the  Canonical  Books  of  the  Old  and  New  Testament,  of  whose 
authority  was  never  anv  doubt  in  the  Church),  nor  can  be  proved  thereby, 
may  not  be  required  to  be  believed  as  an  article  of  Faith." 

This  proposition  is  in  direct  contradiction  to  the  Decree  of  the  fourth  session* 
of  the  Council  of  Trent,  which  receives  with  equal  pious  affection  and  vene- 
ration (pari  pietatis  affectu  ac  reverentia  suscipit  et  veneratur)  the  written 
word  and  the  unwritten  traditions  which  have  been  handed  down  from  the 
Apostles  to  our  time,  and  have  been  preserved  by  constant  succession  in  the 
Catholic  Church.  It  further  anathematizes  every  one  ^^qui  sciens  et  prudena 
traditiones  pnedictas  contempserit" 

The  second  proposition  in  our  Article  excludes^  by  name,  all  the  books  which 
we  call  the  Apocrypha,  from  the  catalogue  of  those  which  it  calls  canonical ; 
while  the  Decree  includes  them  all,  by  name  (except  the  third  and  fourth  books 
of  Esdras,  and  the  Prayer  of  Manasses),  and  it  pronounces  anathema  against 
all  who  deny  that  any  of  them  is  canonical. 

Contradiction  cannot  be  more  direct. 

I  proceed  to  our  Ninth  Article,  ^*  Of  original  or  birth  sin."  It  affirms  that 
*^  this  infection  of  nature  doth  remain,  yea,  in  them  that  are  regenerated,"  and 
that  'Hhe  Apostle  doth  confess  that  it  hath  of  itself  the  nature  of  sin." 

This  is  contrary  to,  and  must  have  been  intended  to  contradict,  the  veiy 
letter  of  the  Decree  of  the  fifth  Session  t  of  Trent,  which  declares  anathema 
against  all  ^'who  assert  that  every  thing  which  has  the  true  and  proper  nature 
of  sin  is  not  wholly  taken  away  in  Baptism."  The  Holy  Synoa  admits  that 
^^the  Apostle  calls  concupiscence  sin;"  but  it  ^'declares  that  the  Catholic 
Church  never  understood  tnat  it  was  so  called  because  it  is  truly  and  properly 
sin  in  those  that  are  regenerate,  but  because  it  proceeds  from  sm,  and  inclines 
to  sin;"  and  anathema  is  pronounced  against  every  one  who  holds  the  contrary 
opinion. 

It  is  worthy  of  remark,  that  the  author  of  the  Tract,  professing  to  deal  with 
those  of  our  Articles  which  are  opposed  to  the  Doctrine  of  Rome,  passes  over 
this  ninth  in  silence.  Was  this  because  it  was  impossible  to  dissemble  the  con- 
tradiction of  the  Article  to  the  Decree  of  Trent  ?  It  could  not  be  because  the 
difference — the  practical  difference — is  unimportant.  For,  the  Doctrine  of 
Trent  on  this  pomt  is  one  of  the  main  supports  of  the  whole  corrupt  system  of 
Rome.  It  leads  to  the  fatal  error  that  the  regenerate  can  fulfil  the  law  of  God 
by  perfect  obedience— that  their  good  works  can  satisfy  for  sins — that  they 
can  stand  before  the  Judgment  Seat  of  God,  and  claim  everlasting  life  as  due 
to  their  own  deservings.  Our  Doctrine,  on  the  other  hand,  must  make  those 
who  hold  it  in  sincerity  ^walk  humbly  with  their  God.*" 

I  proceed  to  the  Twenty-fifth  Article,  which  we  shall  find  to  be  in  direct, 
and,  we  cannot  doubt,  purposed,  contradiction  to  the  Decree  of  the  seventh 
Session t  of  Trent,  '^De  Sacramentis."  It  says,  ^*  There  are  two  Sacraments 
ordained  of  Christ  our  Lord  in  the  Gospel,  that  is  to  say.  Baptism  and  the 
Supper  of  the  Lord.  Those  five  commonly  called  Sacraments  ^that  is  to  say, 
Confirmation,  Penance,  Orders,  Matrimony,  and  Extreme  Unction)  are  not  to 

*  April  8, 1546,  +  June  17,  1546.  t  March  3, 1547. 


554  TRACT    90. ^IBBBOONCILABLE   DIFFEBBNGB 


MusGBAVE,  Bishop  op  Hereford. — 1842. 

17.  Our  own  Articles  insist  npon  "the  suiOSciency  of  Holy  Scrip- 
ture for  salvation.*"  We  have  all  solemnly  pledged  our  belief  of 
these  Articles — in  their  literal  and  grammatical  sense — ^and  we 

be  counted  Sacraments  of  the  Gospel — for  that  they  have  not  any  visible  sign 
or  ceremony  ordained  of  God^ 

This^  according  to  the  writer  of  the  Tract,  is  not  inconsistent  with  the  letter 
of  the  Council's  jDecree. 

What,  then,  shall  we  say  of  the  very  first  Canon  of  Trent  on  the  Sacraments  ? 
^^  If  any  one  ^all  say  that  the  Sacraments  of  the  Gospel  (novae  legis)  were  not 
aU  instituted  by  our  Lord  Jesus  Christy  or  that  thev  are  more  or  fewer  than 
seven — namely,  Baptism,  Confirmation,  the  Eucharist,  Penance,  Extreme 
Unction,  Orders,  Matrimony — or  that  any  one  of  these  seven  is  not  trufy  and 
properly  a  Sacrament,  let  him  be  anathema." 

The  writer  proceeds,  ^*  They  (five  of  the  seven)  are  not  Sacraments  in  jlvy 
sense,  unless  the  Church  has  the  power  of  dispensing  grace  through  rites  of  its 
own  appointment,^  (In  other  words,  they  were  instituted,  not  by  our  Lord, 
but  by  the  Church ;  and  to  say  this  is  manifestly  to  contradict  the  Decree,  and 
to  incur  the  anathema,  of  the  Council.)  The  writer  adds,  '*0r  is  endued  with 
the  gift  of  blessing  and  hallowing  the  rites  and  ceremonies,  which,  according 
to  the  Twentieth  Article,  it  hath  power  to  decree.  But,  we  may  well  believe 
the  Churdi  has  this  giftf 

In  other  words,  the  Church  has  the  power  to  make  Sacraments !  to  annex 
the  fi;race  of  God  to  some  rite  or  ceremony,  which  the  Church  may,  at  its  dis- 
cretion, decree  to-day  and  annul  to-morrow !  And  this  portentous  assertion 
is  advanced,  in  order  to  conciliate  the  Article  of  the  Church  of  England  with 
the  Decree  of  Trent !  though  both  the  one  and  the  other,  however  else  they 
may  differ,  agree  in  this,  that  the  Sacraments  of  the  new  Law  are  ordained  by 
Christ  Himself. 

There  remains  another  distinction  by  which  the  writer  endeavours  to  explain 
away  the  seeming  difference  in  the  doctrine  of  the  two  Churches  on  the  subject 
of  ^raments.  '^  The  Roman  Catholic,"  says  he,  ''  considers  that  there  are 
seven  Sacraments ;  we  do  not  strictly  determine  the  number.  However,  what 
we  do  determine  is,  that  Christ  lias  ordained  two  special  Sacraments,  as  gene- 
rally necessary  to  Salvation.  This,  then,  is  the  characteristic  mark  of  liiese  two, 
separating  them  from  all  other  whatsoever;  and  this  is  nothing  else  but  saying, 
in  other  words,  that  they  are  the  only  justifying  rites  or  instruments  of  commu- 
nicating the  Atonement." 

Now,  if  it  appear  that  the  Decrees  of  Trent  consider  any  other  Sacrament  as 
'*  a  justifying  nte  " — as  ^'  an  instrument  of  communicating  the  Atonement" — 
and  as  '^  necessary  to  Salvation,"  it  is  plain  that  the  writer  is  as  unfortunate  in 
this  as  in  his  other  expedients. 

Let  him  look,  then,  to  the  first  chapter  of  the  Decree  '^  of  Penance  ;"*  it 
expressly  declares,  that  "  God,  rich  in  mercy,  has  given  a  remedy  of  life  to 
those  who,  after  Baptism,  have  delivered  themselves  up  to  tlie  bondage  of  Sin, 
and  unto  the  power  of  the  Devil — ^namely,  the  Sacrament  ofPenanoej  by  which 
the  hcM^  of  the  death  of  Christ  is  applied  to  those  who  have  fallen  : '  and  a 
canon  is  added,  anathematizing  ^'  every  one  who  shall  say  that  Penance  is  not  a 
Sacrament  instituted  by  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  for  reconciling  the  faithful  to 
God,  as  often  as  thev  shall  have  fallen  into  sin  after  Baptism.*^ 

Does  not  this  make  the  Sacrament  of  Penance  ^' a  justifying  rite"?  ''an  in- 
strument of  communicating  the  Atonement "  ?  Does  it  not  luso,  by  manifest  im- 
plication, make  it  ''generally  necessary  to  Salvation"? 

*  Session  14,  Nov.  25, 1651.  t  Capw  ii  can.  1. 
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are  not  at  liberty  ^*  to  put  our  own  sense  and  comment  to  be  their 
meaning.^ 

Of  the  T weiity-«ighth  Article,  the  writer  says  that,  ^^  in  rejecting  Tranmb- 
stantiatiany  our  Article  opposes  itself  to  a  certain  plain  and  unambiguous  state- 
ment, not  of  this  or  that  council,  but  one  generally  received  or  taught  both  in 
the  schools  and  in  the  multitude  ;"*  therefore,  it  may  be  subscribed  without 
contradicting  the  letter  of  the  Decrees  of  the  Council  of  Trent. 

1  will  eive  an  abstract  of  the  Decrees  of  this  Council  on  this  subject,  con- 
trasting therewith,  as  I  go  on,  the  precise  terms  of  our  Article. 

The  Decreet  states,  "That  after  the  consecration  of  the  Bread  and  Wine, 
our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  true  God  and  man,  is  truly,  really,  and  substantially 
contained  in  the  Sacrament  of  the  Eucharist,  under  the  species  of  those  sensible 
objects;"  it  also  says  J  that,  "by  the  consecration  of  the  Bread  and  Wine,  a 
change  is  wrought  of  the  entire  substance  of  the  Bread  into  the  substance  of 
the  Body  of  our  Lord,  and  of  the  entire  substance  of  the  Wine  into  the  sub- 
stance of  his  Blood,  which  change  is  conveniently  and  properly  called  by  the 
Holy  Catholic  Church  Transubstantiation." 

Our  Article  says,  "  Transubstantiation,  or  the  change  of  the  substance  of 
Bread  and  Wine  in  the  Supper  of  the  Lord,  cannot  be  proved  by  Holy  Writ; 
but  is  repugnant  to  the  plain  words  of  Scripture,  overtbroweth  the  nature  of  a 
Sacrament,  and  hath  given  occasion  to  many  superstitions." 

Can  this  be  subscribed  in  any  sense,  consistent  with  the  letter  of  the  Council's 
Decree? 

2.  Again ;  the  Decree  pronounces  "Anathema  $  against  every  one  who  says 
that  Christ,  exhibited  in  the  Eucharist,  is  eaten  spirituaUy  onfyy  and  not  also 
sacramentaUy  and  really." 

Our  Twenty-eighth  Article  says,  that  "the  Body  of  Christ  is  given,  taken, 
and  eaten  in  the  Supper  only  after  an  heavenly  and  spiritual  manner."  There- 
fore eveiy  one  who  subscribes  the  Article  incurs  the  anathema  of  the  Decree. 

3.  Once  more ;  the  Council  pronounces  ||  anathema  against  any  who  affirms 
that  ^^  in  the  holy  Sacrament  of  the  Eucnarist"  (i.  e.  the  consecrated  Bread 
and  Wine)  *'  Christ,  the  only-begotten  Son  of  God,  is  not  to  be  adored  with 
even  the  external  worship  of  Latria "  (i.  e.  the  highest  kind  of  adoration), 
"  and  that  he  is  not  to  be  solemnly  carried  about^  or  is  not  to  be  presented  to 
the  people,  in  order  that  he  may  be  publicly  adortd,  and  that  the  adorers  of 
Him  '*  (in  the  consecrated  Bread  and  Wine)  "  are  idolaters." 

It  further  adds  an  anathema  IT  against  all  who  say  "that  the  Holy  Eucharist 
ought  not  to  be  reserved  T  whereas  our  Article  says,  "  The  Sacrament  was  not 
by  Christ's  ordinance  reserved^  carried  about^  lifted  up,  or  worshipped.'' 

Can  these  different  positions  be  honestly  subscribed  by  the  same  person  ? 

I  will  adduce  only  one  other  instance  of  the  irreconcilable  difference  between 
the  Decrees  of  Trent  and  our  own  Articles ;  which  may  not  be  passed  over,  be- 
cause this  is  the  writer's  strongest  case,  inasmuch  as  the  Decree  of  Trent  was 
made  (as  I  have  already  said)  subsequently  to  the  Synod  of  1562— subsequently, 
therefore,  to  the  drawmg  up  of  the  Article— I  mean  the 

XXII. — Of  Purgatory. 

*•  The  Romish  Doctrine  concerning  Purgatory,  pardons  (indulgentiis),  wor- 
shipping, and  adoration,  as  well  of  images  as  of  reliques,  and  also  Invocation  of 
Saints,  is  a  fond  thing  vainly  invented,  and  grounded  upon  no  warranty  of 
Scripture,  but  rather  repugnant  to  the  Word  of  God." 

Upon  this  Article  he  nas  dwelt  more  largely  than  on  any  other;  encouraging 
the  unwary  U>  think  with  forbearance,  and  even  vdth  fkvour,  of  some  of  the 
worst  corruptions  of  Rome. 

*  Tract  90,  p.  51.  t  Session  13,  Oct  11^  1561,  cap.  1.  X  ^h.  cap.  4. 
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18.  Bat  we  sarely  fall  into  a  snare,  and  tamper  dangerously 
with  our  consciences,  if  we  add  any  thing  to  the  Scriptures  as  ne- 

His  first  remark  will  not  be  gainsaid,  ^'That  the  Doctrine  objected  to  is  the 
Romish  doctrine."  He  proceeds  to  say,  ^^  The  Primitive  Doctrine  is  not  con- 
demned in  the  Article ;  there  was  a  Primitive  Doctrine  on  all  these  points^— how 
far  Catholic  or  universal,  is  a  further  question— but  still  so  widely  received, 
and  so  respectably  supported,  that  it  may  well  be  entertained  by  a  theologian 
now." 

Taking,  as  he  does,  Purgatory  first,  I  deny  that  there  was  a  primitive  doc- 
trine concerning  it.  (Of  the  other  particulars,  he  does  not  pretend  to  state 
any  Primitive  Doctrine ;  though  that  there  was  a  primitive  doctrine  on  some  of 
them  is  very  true;  but  a  Doctrine  contrary  to  the  Romish^  as  is  made  manifest 
by  our  Homilies,  at  least  as  respects  the  worship  of  Images  and  Saints.) 

But  for  Pulsatory:  ^'A  Primitive  Doctrine"  implies  not  a  mere  opinion^ 
loosely  held,  or  thrown  out,  by  one  or  two  vnriters,  but  something  taught  and 
maintained  by  a  considerable  number,  or  the  known  formal  teaching  of  some 
one  Father,  accepted  by  a  body  of  followers;  and  this  within  the  first  three 
centuries.  If  it  have  not  the  former  condition,  it  is  not  a  ^^Doctrine  ;"  if  it  have 
not  the  latter,  it  is  not  *^  Primitive." 

Now,  I  think  I  shall  not  be  contradicted,  when  I  say  that  Tertullian, 
Cyprian,  and  Origen  were  the  only  Fathers  who  have  left  any  intimation,  even 
of  an  opinion,  beaming  the  faintest  resemblance  to  the  Doctrine  of  PuTgatoiy. 

Tertullian,  in  mora  than  one  passage,  recognizes  the  probability — but  he  no- 
where teaches^th&t  every  small  ofience  must  be  expiated  after  death.  But 
how  ?  By  delay  of  our  resurrection.    Clearly,  thb  is  not  Piuvatoiy. 

Cyprian,  in  one  instance,  used  words  which  might  be  taken  in  &voar  of 
Purgatory ;  but  which  are  more  commonly  understood  of  the  severity  of  ancient 
Penance.  At  any  rate,  as  more  tlian  one  other  plain  passage  in  his  writings 
are  inconsistent  with  the  belief  of  a  Pni^tory,  his  meaning  in*  the  passage  re- 
ferred to  must  be  understood  accordingly ;  or,  at  the  utmost,  his  notion  of 
Puigatoiy  did  not  amount  even  to  a  fixed  opinion. 

^  Origen  held  and  taught,  that  sinners  shall  sufier  punishment  till  all  their 
sins  be  expiated;  and  then  they  shall  commence  anew  existence — a  tenet  which 
was  condemned  by  the  Fifth  General  Council  as  heretical,  because  it  denied  the 
eternity  of  future  punishment.  But,  besides  that  it  was  thus  condemned,  this 
has  nothing  to  do  with  Purgatory  ;  for  it  relates  to  the  judgment  of  the  last 
day. 

For  the  like  reason,  the  notion  of  the  purging  of  the  soul  by  the  fire  of  con- 
flagration at  the  day  of  judgment,  which  is  s^ially  adduced  by  the  writer,  is 
out  of  the  present  inquiiy,  which  respects  an  intermediate  state,  in  which  those 
who  sufier  may  be  helped  by  the  prayers,  &c.,  of  the  Church  on  earth. 

Now  for  the  Doctrine  of  Trent  on  Puigatorv.  The  writer  is  confident  that 
''  it  was  not  opposed  by  the  Article,  because  the  Article  was  drawn  up  before 
the  Decree  of  the  Council.*'  He  adds,  *'  What  is  opposed,  is  the  received  doc- 
trine of  the  day,  and,  imhappily,  of  this  day  too,  or  the  Doctrine  of  the  Roman 
schools." 

That  the  Doctrine  of  Trent  must  have  been  included  under  the  phrase 
^'Romish  Doctrine"  in  1571  and  1604,  when  the  Articles  were  revised,  and 
subscription  to  them  synodically  enjoined,  cannot  be  denied ;  and  thus  would 
this  evasive  plea  be  sufficiently  refuted.  But  it  is  not  necessary  to  have  recourse 
to  such  a  refutation.  The  Article,  as  it  was  originally  set  forth,  must  be  con- 
sidered to  include,  in  its  condemnation,  the  Doctrine  of  Trent ;  and  this,  on 
the  writer's  own  shewing,  for  he  says,  "  what  is  opposed,  is  the  Doctrine  of  the 
day.^  Now,  the  Article  was  set  forth  iji  the  spring  of  1563,  and  the  Decree 
was  made  before  the  end  of  the  same  year.  Unless,  tlierefore,  we  suppose, 
without  a  shadow  of  evidence,  either  that  the  Decree  of  Trent  was  not  the 
"  Doctrine  of  the  day,"  or  that  the  "  Doctrine  of  the  day"  had  changed  between 
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cessarily  binding   on   our  belief — if  we  coantenance  the  use  of 
Prajers  for  the  Dead,  or  the  Invocation  of  Saints,  or  any  other 

May  and  December,  it  mnst  have  been  included  in  '^  the  Romish  Doctrine," 
which  the  Article  condemns. 

But  this  is  not  ail.  The  writer  of  the  Tract  can  hardly  be  so  ignorant  of  the 
Acts  of  the  Council,  however  he  may  presume  on  the  ignorance  of  others,  as  to 
need  to  be  reminded  that  in  one  of  its  earliest  decrees,  made  fifteen  years  before, 
the  Doctrine  of  a  Purgatory  is  incidentally  but  plainly  maintained.  In  the 
Thirtieth  Canon  of  Justification,  the  date  of  which  is  1547,*  an  anathema  is 
pronounced  against  ^^any  one  who  shall  deny  that,  after  the  forgiveness  of  sin 
on  true  repentance,  and  the  consequent  deliverance  from  everlasting  punish- 
ment, some  punishment  still  remains  to  be  undergone,  either  in  this  life  or  in 
Purgatory^  before  the  soul  can  be  admitted  into  heaven." 

2.  "Indulgences"  are  next  in  order.  Here  the  writer  would  wish  us  to 
believe,  that  our  Article  condemns  only  the  abuses  which  the  Council  itself 
sought  to  restrain — namely,  "  large  and  reckless  indulgences  from  the  penalties 
of  sin,  obtained  on  money  pa^onents,'* — not  the  Doctrine  itself,  and,  at  any  rate, 
not  the  Doctrine  of  Trent, /or  Me  Decree  ioas  subsequent  to  the  Article. 

On  this  point  I  must  first  state  what  "  the  Romish  Doctrine  "  is — a  matter 
left  by  the  writer  in  profound  obscurity,  as  it  always  is  by  those  who  wish  to 
palliate  the  enormities  of  Rome.  It  is  as  follows :  "  That  as  a  single  drop  of 
Christ's  blood  could  have  sufficed  for  the  redemption  of  the  whole  human  race, 
the  rest  was  not  lost,  but  was  a  treasure  which  He  acquired  for  the  militant 
Church,  to  be  dispensed  by  St.  Peter  and  his  successors,  for  reasonable  causes, 
for  the  total  or  partial  remission  of  the  temporal  punishment  due  to  sin,  whether 
Penances  in  this  life,  or,  more  especially,  sufierings  in  Purgatory ;  that,  for  an 
augmentation  of  this  treasure^  the  merits  of  the  Blessed  Virgin,  and  the  super- 
abundant satisfaction^  of  the  Saints  Tsatififactions,  that  is,  over  and  above  what 
were  necessary  on  tlieir  own  account),  are  superadded ;  that  those  who  obtain 
an  Indulgence  out  of  this  treasure  are  released  from  so  much  of  the  temporal 
punishment  due  for  their  sins  to  God's  justice  as  is  equivalent  to  the  Indulgence 
80  obtained." 

This  is  ^Hhe  Romish  Doctrine"  of  Indulgences,  which  I  need  not  remind 
yon  was  the  immediate  occasion  of  the  Reformation ;  and  the  denial  of  it  was 
the  express  ground  of  the  condemnation  of  Luther.  This,  then,  is  '*the  Romish 
Doctrine  "  condemned  by  our  Article ;  but  the  Tridentine  Doctrine  on  this  sub- 
ject, the  writer  tells  us,  is  not  included  in  the  censure  (for  the  same  reason  as 
in  the  former  instances),  because  the  Article  was  drawn  up  before  the  Decree. 
Here,  too,  waving  all  else  that  may  be  said,  (  shall  cite  an  earlier  Decree  (of 
the  Twenty-first  Session  of  the  Council  in  1562),  which  distinctly  rec<^nizes 
this  -treasure  {cmkstes  hos  Ecclesia  Thesauros)  as  the  foundation  of  Indul- 
gences, t 

Veneration  and  Worship  of  Images  and  Relics  come  next.  Of  this  the  writer 
has  the  confidence  to  say,  after  citing  from  the  Homilies  certain  gross  instances 
of  idolatrous  worship  as  the  real  subject  of  the  Article's  censure,  that  the 
Council  of  Trent  admits  these  enormities,  and  forbids  them :  thus  giving  it  to 
be  understood  that,  in  this  particular,  the  Decree  of  the  Council  and  the  Article 
of  our  Church  are  in  perfect  harmony. 

Now,  what  is  the  fact  ?  The  Council  does  indeed,  as  in  decency  it  could  not 
forbear  doing,  ^'  desire  the  extinction  of  all  abuses,  should  any  creep  into  those 
holy  and  salutary  observances*' — the  Worship  of  Images  and  Relics;  and  it 
orders  only  that  due  honour  and  veneration  be  paid  to  Images.  It  appears, 
however,  £rom  its  own  words,  that  this  *'  due  honour"  extends  to  '^kissinff  the 
Images,  uncovering  the  head,  and  falling  prostrate  before  them,  because,  by  so 

*  Seesion  6,  Jan.  13, 1547.      f  Session  21,  July  16, 1662,  cap.  9,  De  Beformatione. 
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onscriptaral  tenet,  on  the  grronnd  that  the  Church  condemns  these 
notions  only  as  sanctioned  by  the  Church  of  Rome,  or  on  any  other 

honouring  the  Images,  we  adore  Christ  and  venerate  the  SainU^  whom  they 
represent  * 

Will  a  presbyter  of  our  Church  dare  to  mislead  his  unwary  readers  into  a 
belief,  that  Doctrine  and  practices,  such  as  these,  may  consist  witk  adherence  to 
our  own  Articles  ? 

'^  Invocation  of  Saints"  follows.  Here,  too,  the  writer  tells  us,  the  Article 
gains  a  witness  and  concurrence  from  the  Council  of  Trent  in  condemning  two 
particulars :  all  sacrificing  and  all  falling  dawn  in  worship  to  Saints ;  and  yet 
the  Decree  to  which  he  refers,  shews  that  the  Church  is  accustomed  to  celebrate 
masses  (i.  e.  the  sacrifice  of  Christ)  to  the  honour  of  Saints ;  and  the  passage 
which  I  have  just  quoted  respecting  Images,  shews  that  to  prostrate  ourselves  in 
worship  to  Saints,  is  esteemed  a  portion  of  their  due  honour. 

But  the  writer  proceeds  to  say,  that  the  Article  opposes  not  all  Invocation  of 
Saints,  but  '^  all  that  trenches  on  worship,"— ^^the  question  whether  calling  on 
them  to  pray  for  us  be  such  beine  open." 

Now,  the  Article  condemns  ^^Uie  Komish  Doctrine  concerning  Invocation  of 
Saints,"  part  of  which  Doctrine,  as  given  in  the  Decree  of  Trent,  is,  ^^  that  it  is 
a  good  and  beneficial  practice  to  address  supplication  to  Saints,  and  to  have 
recourse  to  their  prayers  and  influence  with  God,  for  the  obtaining  benefits 
from  Him,  through  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ.''  This  is  not  all ;  it  pronounces 
anathema  against  all  ^'  who  say  that  to  address  oral  or  mental  prayer  to  the 
Saints  reigning  in  heaven  is  contrary  to  the  Word  of  God,  and  derogatory  from 
the  honour  of  our  only  Mediator;  or  that  it  is,  in  the  language  of  our  Article, 
*  a  fond  thing ' — stuUum  esse,** 

Can  all  this— especially  can  mental  prayer — ^be  explained  away,  and  made 
not  ^'  to  trench  on  worship  ;**  and  so  to  protect  the  Decree  of  Trent  &om  falliug 
within  the  condemnation  of  the  Article? 

Suppose  that  it  does,  still  there  remains  one  particular  which  no  sophistry 
can  elude.  The  Decree  of  Trent  recognizes,  and  even  refers  with  especial 
honour  to,  a  former  Council,  the  Second  Nicene,+  whose  Acts  and  Decrees  on 
the  Worship  of  Images,  involving  the  Worship  of  Saints  as  their  prototypes,  are 
the  most  astounding  monument  of  the  infatuation  of  man,  when  he  dares  to  go 
beyond  the  Word  of  God  in  matters  of  religion,  which  the  history  of  human 
weakness  has  ever  exhibited.  I  will  not  weary  you  with  much,  but  accept  one 
or  two  specimens : — One  of  the  most  formal  of  all  its  Decrees  pronounces  that 
^  Images  are  retained  and  worshipped,  not  only  that  by  memory  we  may  ascend 
to  the  prototype,  but  also  that  we  may  be  made  partakers  of  some  sanctifi- 
cation.  It  is  afterwards  said,  that  '^  by  worshipping  them,  and  giving  them 
honorary  adoration,  we  actually  do  partake  of  sanctification."  ^^  As  for  those 
who  say  it  is  sufficient  to  have  images  for  the  sake  of  exciting  the  livelier  re- 
membrance of  their  prototypes,  and  not  Jbr  worship^  alas  their  madness."  So 
the  holy  Synod  exclaims ;  but  this  madness  is  not  suffered  to  protect  its  sub- 
jects from  Anathema. 

Now  all  this  is  the  established  '^Romish  Doctrine  concerning  the  Worshipping 
of  Images  and  Invocation  of  Saints ;"  and  was  so  ages  before  our  Article  was 
drawn  up — all  this  the  Council  of  Trent  has  foimally  recognized,  adopted,  and 
made  its  own.  Who  then  will  dare  to  reconcile  fidelity  to  the  Articles  of  our 
Church  with  adherence  to  this  Decree  of  Trent? 

My  patience  is  exhausted,  but  my  matter  is  not.  I  forbear,  however,  all 
further  details ;  and  simply  enumerate  the  other  Articles  of  our  Church  which 
contradict  the  very  letter  of  the  Tridentine  Decrees.    They  are  the  Thirteenth, 

*  Session  26,  Dec.  de  Invocatione,  &c 

+  Id  quod  Conciliorum,  prattriim  aeeunda  Nioena  Synodi,  decretis  contra  imaginam 
oppngnatores  est  sandtum.    Session  25,  Dec  de  Invocationc,  && 


BETWEN    OUR   ARTICLES   AND   THE   DECREES   OF   TRENT.  659 

pretext ; — or  if  we  speak  disparagingly  of  Justification  by  Faith 
only,  and  set  up  works  as  in  the  remotest  degree  meritoriously  in- 
strumental to  that  end — unduly  elevating  the  merit  of  Fasting, 
Almsdeeds,  Mercifiilness,  or  the  like; — or  if  we  attribute  to  the 
Sacraments  a  more  exclusive  efficacy  than  they  were  meant  to 
have; — or  if  we  think  of  any  other  than  the  one  great  Mediator 
and  Intercessor. 

[Should  any  thing  more  be  wanted  for  our  entire  satisfaction  as 
to  the  real  meaning  of  these  invaluable  documents,  if  honest  in  our 
opinions  and  sincere  in  our  inquiry,  we  shall  naturally  have  recourse 
first  of  all  to  the  writings  of  those  who  compiled  them;  and  next,  to 
the  writings  of  their  learned  contemporaries  and  immediate  suc^ 
cessors  •  •  •  ] 

See  Para.  41  and  44,  in  Chap.  IV. 

47.  To  a  simple  and  unsophisticated  mind  those  persons  will 
seem  to  adopt  a  strange  method  of  *'  keeping  men  from  straying  in 
the  direction  of  Rome,'^  who  insist  on  "  the  fulness  and  sincerity  of 
affection  which,  on  Catholic  principles,  we  are  bound  to  feel  for 
that  Church,*' — ^and  are  striving  to  put  such  an  interpretation  on  our 
own  Articles  as  may  make  them  consistent  with  the  Decrees  of  the 
Tridentine  Council. 

See  also  Par.  46,  in  Chap.  XVIII. 

[  .  .  .  .  Efforts  have  not  been  wanting  by  uncandid  and  tor- 
tuous criticism,  by  intricate  and  subtile  explanation,  to  reconcile 
the  notions  referred  to  with  the  meaning  of  the  Church,  which  is  so 
plainly  and  obviously  to  the  contrary.] 

See  Par.  73,  in  Chap.  I. 

CoPLESTON,  Bishop  op  Llandaff. — 1842. 

51.  But  I  have  already  detained  you  too  long  upon  these  topics. 
I  must  compress,  within  a  shorter  compass  than  I  had  originally 
intended,  some  remarks  on  the  very  loose  and  dangerous  Doctrine 
maintained  by  the  same  authority  on  the  subject  of  subscription  to 
the  Articles  of  our  Church — Articles  which,  as  you  well  know,  are 
not  imposed  on  all  its  members  as  terms  of  communion,  but  are  re- 
quired to  be  subscribed  by  all  its  Ministers,  as  a  safeguard  against 
erroneous  and  heretical  opinions  which  have  at  various  periods  in- 
fected the  Church,  and  more  especially  the  Church  of  Rome. 

52.  To  speak  of  the  language  of  the  Articles  as  being  capable  of 
two  or  more  senses,  and  to  teach  that  the  subscriber  may  therefore 
take  them  in  his  own  sense,  knowing  at  the  same  time  that  the  au- 
thority which  requires  his  assent  understands  them  in  another,  is 

**  Of  works  before  Justification ;"  the  Fifteenth,  **0f  Christ  alone  without  sin," 
— the  Council  having  the  confidence  to  Decree  that  the  Viigin  Mary  also  was 
without  sin ;  the  Twentv-fourth,  "  Of  speaking  in  the  congregation  in  such  a 
tongue  as  the  people  understandeth ;"  the  Thirtieth,  ^*  Of  both  kinds;"  and  the 
Thirty-first,  so  far  as  respects  the  Sacrifices  of  Masses. 
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earelj  a  dishonest  course,  tending  to  corrupt  the  conscience,  and  to 
destroy  all  confidence  between  man  and  man. 

53.  If  the  subscriber  helieves  merely  that  the  design  of  the  Sub- 
scription is  different  from  his  own  opinion,  and  yet  by  his  act 
wilAilIy  defeats  it,  he  not  only  deceives  the  party  who  seeks  to  as- 
certain his  opinion,  but  what  is  still  worse,  he  deceives  his  own 
heart ;  and  he  dares  to  engage,  by  means  of  deceitful  pretences,  in 
the  service  of  Him  who  is  truth  itself. 

54.  If,  for  instance,  in  subscribing  to  the  Article  which  condemns 
the  Romish  Doctrine  of  Purgatory,  he  mentally  reserves  the  right 
of  holdinfif  that  Doctrine,  provided  it  differ  in  same  respects  from  the 
Bomish^  he  betrays,  according  to  my  judgment,  a  want  of  prin- 
ciple, which  ought  to  exclude  him  not  only  from  sacred  functions, 
but  from  every  office  of  important  trust. 

55.  This  is  the  opinion  which  I  have  recently  avowed  to  all  the 
candidates  at  my  ordination,  and  I  doubt  not,  my  Reverend  Bre- 
thren, that  your  own  voice  would  join  with  mine  in  reprobating 
such  disingenuous  subtleties. 

56.  The  language  of  our  Articles  is  not  ambiguous.  In  treating 
of  abstruse  points,  they  wisely  abstain  from  an  attempt  at  precise 
definition  or  peremptory  decision ;  condemning  only  what  is  con- 
trary to  Scripture,  but  careful  not  to  narrow  the  Doctrine  so  as  to 
exclude  any  thing  which  Scripture  warrants.  Their  language  is 
indeed  comprehensive  and  moderate  where  the  dogmas  of  Trent, 
and  those  of  many  sectarian  teachers,  are  unwarrantably  bold  and 
precise ;  but  it  is  not  equivocal.  They  give  the  judgment  of  the 
Church  upon  many  points,  which  yet  they  do  not  presume  to  say 
are  necessary  to  Salvation ;  and  being  neither  Galvinistic  nor  Armi- 
nian,  they  forbid  the  favourite  tenets  of  either  party  to  be  so  taught 
as  to  contradict  the  truth  chiefly  maintained  by  the  other.* 

See  alBo  Par.  44^  in  Chap.  XX. 

*  For  a  full  vindication  of  this  principle,  which,  if  thoroughly  understood  and  ad- 
mitted, would  put  an  end  to  the  controversy  between  Calvimsts  and  Anti-Calvinists 
on  the  question  of  Predestination,  I  venture  to  refer  to  a  small  volume,  entitled  D%»- 
eoune*  on  NeoeasUyand  PredesUnation, 

In  the  Preface  to  this  Volume,  and  in  the  **4^»swer  to  certain  Objections  ^  against  the 
work,  I  have  endeavoured  to  demonstrate  clearly  the  fundameutal  truth  upon  which 
my  own  mode  of  treating  the  subject  rests.  If  that  truth  be  admitted,  the  error  of 
each  part^  consists  in  supposing,  that  by  establishing  one  of  the  disputed  propositioDS, 
the  other  is  overthrown. 

Against  this  error  the  whole  of  my  argument  is  directed.  It  is  a  new  method  of 
reconciling  apparent  contradiction  on  subjects  of  this  nature  :  but  it  is  the  only  one ; 
and  it  is  eitner  worth  nothing,  or  it  is  absolutely  conclusive.  The  main  position  de- 
veloped and  defended  throughout  the  whole  work  is  ^is :— *'  Unless  two  propositions 
contain  an  actual  contradiction,  they  may  be  both  true :  and  when  each  of  them  sepa- 
rately taken  is  demonstrable,  either  from  reason  or  from  Scripture,  we  are  not  justified 
in  pronouncing  them  to  be  inoompaiible,  however  inconceivable  to  ns  their  co-ejostence 
maybe." 

Such  a  solution,  however,  will  never  be  satisfactory  to  those  who  have  long  been  en- 
gaged in  the  controversy.  They  will  never  like  to  be  told  that  they  have  been  wasting 
their  time,  and  straining  their  minds  in  logomachy ;  or,  which  is  almost  as  bad,  in 
arguing  without  perceiving  what  was  the  real  point  at  issue. 

A  Scottish  divme,  the  late  Dr.  M*Crie,  in  his  Life  of  Knox,  allading  to  this  work  ia 
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Blompibld,  Bishop  of  London. — 1842. 

10.  This  limitation  of  our  ministerial  authority^  by  the  laws  of 
the  Church  to  which  we  belong,  extends  also  to  every  part  of  our 
ministerial  duty.  As  the  Clergy  of  an  integral  and  independent 
National  Church,  we  are  bound  and  restricted  in  the  exercise  of  our 
functions,  not  only  by  the  general  and  fimdamental  laws  of  the 
Church  Catholic,  but  by  those  of  the  particular  branch  of  it  in 
which  we  hold  office.  We  are  to  teach  as  our  own  Church  teaches 
in  her  Articles  of  Religion,  and  to  minister  discipline  according  to 
the  laws  by  which  she  has  prescribed  and  defined  it. 

11.  First,  as  to  our  teaching : 

^  The  Church  of  England,"  says  Bishop  Hall,  '^  in  whoae  motherhood  we 
have  all  just  cause  to  pride  ourselves,  hath,  in  much  wisdom  and  piety,  deli- 
vered her  jud^ent  concerning  all  necessary  points  of  religion,  in  so  complete 
a  body  of  divmi^  as  aU  hearts  may  rest  m.  Those  we  read,  those  we  write 
under,  as  professin^^  not  their  truth  only,  hut  their  sufficiency  also.  The  voice 
of  Grod  our  Father  in  his  Scriptures,  and  (out  of  them)  the  voice  of  the  Church 
our  Mother  in  her  Articles,  is  that  which  must  both  guide  and  settle  our  reso- 
lutions. Whatsoever  is  besides  these,  is  but  private,  or  unnecessaiy  and  un- 
certain."* 

12.  If  it  be  asked.  In  what  sense  are  the  Articles  themselves  to 
be  understood,  for  they  are  not  all  so  precisely  worded  as  to  shut 
out  all  possible  diversity  of  interpretation  \  we  answer,  Where  the 
meaning  of  an  Article  may  seem  to  be  uncertain,  we  have  the  Church 
for  her  own  interpreter  in  her  Liturgy  and  Homilies,  especially  the 
former  ;^  and  if  in  some  few  instances  it  should  happen,  that  even 

a  note,  speaks  of  it  eontemptuously,  as  miperfieial  reasonioe.  It  is  not  to  be  wondered, 
that  a  solution  so  simple  sboiild  be  mortifying  to  one  who  had  spent  much  time  in 
wordy  metaphysics,  mistaken  for  orthodox  divinity.  He  natorally  shrunk  back  from 
the  broad  sonshine  into  his  region  of  mist.  Just  as  we  are  told  by  naturalists,  that 
the  mole  is  not  really  blind,  but  the  eye  is  so  formed,  and  is  so  accustomed  to  darkheak 
that  upon  coming  to  the  suifaoe  of  the  earth,  the  light  is  painful,  and  drives  the  amnuu 
back  to  his  &vourite  haunts  and  derations  below. 
*  Epist  Dedicatozy  to  ^  The  Old  Religion.'' 


^  **  The  fourth  notion  to  whieh  I  would  call  your  Lordship's  attention  is,  ihtU  ihe 
Liturgy  %$  the  Ofponent  qf  the  ArHdet,  not  the  Artielei  qf  the  lAturffy,  This,  my  Lord, 
is  an  interesting  question  to  many  of  us.  The  Articles  are  the  sheet-anchor  of  our 
Churchmanship.  That  Uiere  is  any  real  discrepancy  between  the  Liturgy  and  Articles, 
I  do  not  see,  and  do  not  believe.  But  the  Liturgy  is  and  must  be  somewhat  indefinite 
as  a  formal  expression  of  a  Creed ;  and  we  thererore  fear,  lest  by  this  new  mode  of  in- 
terpretation, such  a  sense  should  be  put  on  the  Articles,  and  presented  to  ourselves,  as 
we  could  not  conscientiously  accept  Let  our  exposition  of  doctrine  be  once  coerced, 
and  all  is  over. 

"  But,  my  Lord,  surely  you  will  not  deliberately  countenance,  you  will  not  officially 
promote  this  notion.  Of  what  use  were  the  Articles  meant  to  be,  if  not  to  act  as  the 
nnal  summary  of  the  theology  of  the  Church  of  England?  In  the  Lituivy,  undoubt- 
edly, some  thinss  had  been  taken  from,  and  some  things  derived  through  the  Church  of 
Rome.  And  why  not  ?  A  pearl  is  a  pearl  still,  though  found  in  a  rotten  sheU.  But, 
lest  there  should  be  supposed  to  be  any  Papal  sentiment  retained  in  the  Liturgy,  the 
Articles,  were  made  definitive.  We  honestly  give  in  our  allegiance  to  the  Church,  as 
understanding  the  Lituigy,  ges,  and  aJU  her  other  FormulofrieSf  in  the  sense  of  Uie  Ar- 

2   O 
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with  that  help  we  are  unable  to  determine,  with  perfect  certainty^ 
the  troth  which  an  Article  was  intended  to  assert,  or  (which  is  more 
likely  to  be  the  case)  the  error  which  it  is  intended  to  deny,  we  are 
sarely  to  be  guided,  in  our  interpretation  of  it,  by  the  known  or 

Srobable  intention  of  those  who  framed  it ;  inasmuch  as  that  will 
etermine  the  sense  in  which  the  Article  was  received  at  the  firat, 
and  that  in  which  it  ought  still  to  be  received,  where  it  has  not  been 
contradicted  or  qualified  by  any  later  authoritative  declaration  of 
the  Church's  opinion.*  It  is  possible,  and  I  think  barely  possible, 
that  the  words  of  the  2l8t,  22nd,  and  31st  of  our  Articles  may  be 
so  constraed,  as  to  bear  the  sense  which  some  have  lately  attempted 
to  put  upon  them ;  but  it  is  not  the  sense  which  their  authors  in- 
tended ;  it  is  not  that  in  which  they  have  been  understood  by  the 
English  Church ;  and  therefore  it  is  not  that  in  which  they  are  to 
be  subscribed  or  explained. 

*  In  our  attempts  to  disoover  the  intention  of  thoee  who  framed  the  Article  which 
forms  the  suhjeet  of  onr  inquiry,  we  shall  derire  assistanoe  from  the  teaching  of  the 
earlier  Fathers,  hy  whose  statements  of  all  the  essential  points  of  Christian  Doctrine, 
the  Fathers  of  our  Reformed  Church  constantly  declared  themselves  willing  to  abide. 
I  think  it  right  to  repeat  here,  what  I  had  thought  was  so  plainly  stated  in  the  Charge 
itself  as  not  to  be  liable  to  misconception,  that  my  purpose  in  tnis  Charge  is  to  point 
out,  as  dearly  as  I  can,  what  the  Doctrine  of  the  Church  of  England  i^  as  set  forth  in 
its  authorized  Formularies,  and  not  to  discuss  the  truth  of  the  Doctrine  itself.  To  say, 
therefore,  that  my  statements  respecting  the  effects  of  Baptism  are  nnseriptnral,  is 
altoeether  beside  the  purpose.  Are  they,  or  are  they  not,  in  conformity  with  the 
teaching  of  the  Church  ?  1  state,  that  the  childreu  of  wrath  are  made  in  Baptism  the 
children  of  God.  It  is  denied  that  *'  children  are  brought  to  the  font  as  the  children 
of  wrath.  *^  But  what  says  the  Catechism  ?  *'  Being  by  nature  bom  in  sin,  and  the 
iJuldren  tf  wmihf  we  are  hereby  made  the  children  of  grace.^ 

*  To  prove  that  Uie  connexion  of  Baptism  with  Justiiication  is  a  tenet  of  our  Church, 
I  need  only  refer  to  its  adoption  of  the  Nicene  Creed.  The  Homily  of  the  Salvation 
of  Mankind  says,  '<  We  must  trust  only  in  God^s  mercy,  and  that  sacrifice  which  oar 
High  Priest  and  Saviour  Christ  Jesus,  the  Son  of  God,  once  offered  for  us  upon  the 
cross,  to  obtain  thereby  God*S  grace,  and  remission,  as  weU  of  our  original  sin  m  Bap- 
tism, as  of  all  actual  sin  committed  by  us  after  our  Baptism,  if  we  truly  repent,  and  un- 
feisnedly  turn  to  him  again.** — **  Our  office  is,  not  to  pass  the  time  of  this  present  life 
nnfiruitfnlly  and  idly,  after  that  we  are  bapHged,  or  jtigHfietL^ 
[AnDiTioNAL  Note.]' 

My  statement  that  the  language  of  the  Liturgy  in  some  sense  corrects  that  of  one  of 
the  Articles,  has  been  perverted  into  an  admission,  on  my  part,  that  the  Articles  require 
correction.  My  meanmg,  which  is  so  obvious  that  no  honest  reader  can  mistake  it, 
is,  that  the  Liturgy  expresses  the  Doehine  of  that  Article  in  language  somewhat  more 
correct  than  the  Article  itself,  and  so  expUmu  the  true  meaning  of  the  Article. 


tides.  Here  is  their  peculiar  property  and  office.  It  is  the  office  of  the  Homilies  to 
instruct  in  the  details  of  doctrine  and  duty ;  it  is  the  office  of  the  Liturgy  to  aid  us  in 
devotional  exercises ;  it  is  the  office  of  the  Articles  to  rive  a  general  exponential  face 
and  title  to  the  enture  theology  of  the  Church  of  England.  Your  Lordship  will  forgive 
some  warmth  in  speaking  on  this  point.  Attempts,  you  are  aware,  have  been  made  by 
one  school  in  the  Church  to  render  the  Articles  almost  nugator}' ;  and  these  attempts 
have  naturally  led  the  lovers  of  the  Reformation  to  rally  round  the  Articles,  being  per- 
suaded that  the  next  stop  to  piUHng  them  atide  in  books  would  be,  were  the  first  snocees- 
frd,  the putHng  them  down  by  law.** — Reepeotful  Address  to  the  Lord  Bishop  af  Le/ndon^ 
concerning  some  prevailing  Notions  apparently  countenanced  in  his  Lordship'*s  late 
Chairge.    By  the  Rev,  C.  J.  Yorkb,  M.A.,  Rector  €f  Sheffield,  p.  U._En. 

*  This  note,  added  in  the  second  edition  of  lus  Lordship^  Charge,  refers  more  parti- 
dkdarly  to  Par.  23,  p.  363,  fupra.— £o. 
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13.  It  has  indeed  been  said,  and  not  lately  for  the  first  time,  that 
the  Articles  of  our  Beformed  Church  were  drawn  up  in  general 
termsy  that  men  of  different  judgments  might  accommodate  them 
to  their  own  opinions ;  and  that  all,  who  though  differing  in  the 
branches  meet  together  in  the  root  of  the  same  religion,  might  be 
led  to  agree  in  them.  Such  certainly  was  the  device  of  those  who 
managed  the  Council  of  Trent ;  and  such  also  was  said  to  have  been 
the  mind  of  those  who  drew  up  the  Canons  of  the  Synod  of  Dort. 
But  the  composers  of  our  Anglican  Confession  of  Faith,  it  has  been 
well  observed, 

**  Had  not  bo  little  in  them  of  the  dove,  or  bo  much  of  the  Berpent,  as  to  make 
the  ArticlcB  of  the  Church  like  an  upright  shoe,  to  be  worn  on  either  foot;"— 
*^  and  therefore  we  may  say  of  oar  first  Reformers,  in  reference  to  the  present 
Book  of  Articles,  as  was  affirmed  of  them  by  Dr.  Bancroft,  then  Bishop  of 
London,  in  relation  to  the  Rubric  in  Private  Baptism,  that  is  to  say,  that  those 
reverend  and  learned  men  intended  not  to  deceive  any  by  ambiguous  terms." — 
**'  The  end  they  aimed  at  was,  ad  toUendam  opiniontim  dineMionem^  et  cofuenmm 
in  vera  Regions  firmondum ;  which  end  could  never  be  effected,  if  men  were 
left  unto  the  liberty  of  diasenting,  or  might  have  leave  to  put  their  own  sense 
upon  the  Articles,  as  they  list  themselves."  * 

The  King^s  Declaration  prefixed  to  the  Articles,  which  was  made 
with  the  advice  of  the  Bishops,  enjoins 

*^  That  no  man  hereafter  shall  either  print,  or  preach,  to  draw  the  Article 
aside  anv  way;  but  shall  submit  to  it  in  the  plain  and  ftiU  meaning  thereof; 
and  shaU  not  put  his  own  sense  or  comment  to  be  the  meaning  of  the  Article, 
but  shall  take  it  in  the  literal  and  grammatical  sense." 

14.  With  respect  to  all  attempts  to  give  to  the  Articles  of  Re- 
ligion a  greater  latitude  of  sense  than  the  words  upon  the  face  of 
them  will  bear,  and,  especially,  all  endeavours  to  make  them  look 
towards  the  errors  of  the  Church  of  Borne,  when  they  are  unques- 
tionably, as  to  the  points  of  difference  between  the  two  Churches, 
neither  more  nor  less  than  a*  solemn  and  emphatic  protestation 
against  those  errors,  I  will  express  my  own  opinion  in  the  words  of 
Bishop  Jeremy  Taylor.  Speaking  of  the  different  methods  by 
which  wise  and  peaceable  Dissenters  might  be  drawn  to  subscribe, 
together  with  Churchmen,  some  common  Confession  of  Faith,  he 
concludes, 

''  And  at  last,  in  such  cases,  let  the  Articles  be  made  with  as  great  latitude 
of  sense  as  they  can ;  and  so  that  subscriptions  be  made  to  the  form  of  words, 
let  the  subscribers  understand  them  in  wnat  sense  theyplease,  which  the  truth 
of  Grod  will  suffer,  and  the  words  can  be  capable  of.  This  is  the  last  remedy  ; 
but  it  is  the  worst :  it  hath  in  it  something  of  craft,  buttery  little  of  ingenuity 
(ingenuousness) :  and  if  it  can  serve  the  ends  of  peace,  or  of  external  charity, 
yet  it  cannot  serve  the  ends  of  truth,  and  holiness,  and  Christian  simplioity.'^f 

1 5.  The  endeavour  to  give  a  Trideutine  colouring  to  the  Articles 
of  Religion  agreed  upon  by  the  Council  of  London  in  1562,  and  to 
extenuate  the  essential  differences  between  the  two  Churches,  is  a 

^  This  quotation  is  from  Heylyn^s  Quinquarticular  History,  c.  8,  p.  654. 
t  Ductor  Dubit.  b.  ill  c.  iv.  rale  23. 
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ground  of  no  unreasonable  alarm  to  those  whose  bonnden  doty  it  is 
to  ^'  banish  and  drive  away  all  erroneous  and  strange  docirinesy^ 
and  therefore  to  guard  against  the  insinnation  into  our  Church  of 
any  one  of  those  &lse  opinions  which  ehe  has  once  solemnly  repu- 
diated. It  is  one  of  the  methods  by  which  the  Court  of  Rome  has 
before  sought  to  beguile  the  people  of  this  country  of  their  common 
sense.  Bishop  Stilliugfleet  *  quotes  a  letter  of  advice  girett  to  a 
Romish  agent,  as  to  the  best  way  of  managing  the  Papal  interest  in 
England  upon  the  King^s  Restoration:  the  third  bead  of  which 
is, 

^  To  make  it  appear  underhand,  how  near  the  doctrine,  worships  and  disci- 
pline of  the  Charon  of  England  comes  to  us  (of  Borne);  at  how  little  distance 
her  Common  Prayer  is  from  our  Mass;  and  that  the  wisest  and  ablest  men  of 
that  way  (the  Anglican)  aie  so  moderate,  that  they  would  willingly  come  over 
to  us,  or  at  least  meet  us  half  way.  Hereby  the  more  staid  men  will  become 
more  odious ;  and  others  will  run  out  of  all  religion  for  fear  of  Popery."  f 

[But  a  greater  evil  than  the  apostasy  of  a  few,  or  even  many, 
would  be  the  success  of  any  attempt  to  establish  the  fact,  not  indeed 
of  perfect  identity,  but  of  something  more  than  a  sisterly  resem- 
blance  between  the  two  Churches,  and  to  prove,  that  a  member  of 
the  Anglican  Church  can  consistently  hold  all  the  errors  of  the 
Roman,  except  one  or  two  of  the  most  flagrant,  and  eyen  them  with 
certain  modifications.] 

See  Par.  17,  in  Chi^j.  XVIII. 
See  also  Par.  21,  in  Chap.  XIV.  ;  23,  in  Chap.  XIII. ;  and  81,  in  Chap.  XXII. 

CBrien,  Bishop  of  Ossobt,  Ferns,  and  Leighuk.—- 1842. 
Vide  Para.  131— 15S,  in  Chap.  IV. 

Bagot,  Bishop  op  Oxford. — 1842. 

17.  With  respect  to  the  Ninetieth  Tract,  which  was  the  imme- 
diate canse  of  my  interference,  I  have  already  expressed  my 
opinion,  that  it  was  objectionable,  and  likely  to  disturb  the  peace 
of  the  Church.     I  thought  so  last  year,  and  I  think  so  still. 

18.  I  deeply  regret  its  publication,  though  I  am  quite  ready  to 

*  UnreasonableDefle  of  Separation,  Pref.  p.  xix. 

+  The  agents  of  the  Coort  of  Rome  in  England,  who  carried  on  their  oorrespondenoe 
through  the  hands  of  Secretary  Windebank,  in  the  reign  of  Charlee  I.,  **  drew  a  flat- 
tering picture  of  the  resipiscence  of  the  Anglican  party,  who  are  come  to  aeknowledse 
the  truth  in  some  Articles,  and  differ  in  others  rather  yerbally  than  in  substance,  or  m 
points  not  fundamental ;  who  hold  other  Protestants  to  be  sehismatica],  and  eonfess 
the  primacy  of  the  Holy  See,  regretting  the  separation  already  made,  and  wishing  for 
re-union ;  who  profess  and  pay  implicit  respect  to  the  Fathers,  and  can  best  be  assailed 
on  that  side."  HcUlcmCs  ConsHhUiarMi  History  of  England^  Tol.  ii  p.  92.  C!ompare 
this  with  the  statements  recently  published  in  the  Romish  periodiod,  V Ana  da  la  R&- 
liffian,  of  what  is  supposed  by  its  correspondents  to  be  now  going  on  in  England.* 


^  See  Appendix  C— Ed^ 
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allow,  tbat  the  explanationg,  Tnth  which  it  has  been  sabsequently 
modified,  or  rather,  I  ehoald  say,  bj  which  the  writer^s  ori^iDal 
meaning  has  been  made  more  clear,  have  in  part  relieved  me  from 
some  of  those  most  serious  apprehensions  with  which  the  first 
pemsal  of  it  filled  my  mind.' 

19.  I  am  aware  that  the  Articles  of  onr  Ghurch  were  rather 
drawn  np  with  the  yiew  of  including  than  of  ezdnding  men  of 
yarions  mades  of  opinion  ;^  and  I  am  fnrther  aware,  that,  if  a  pre- 
cedent were  wanted  for — I  will  not  say  stretching^-but  for  con- 
torting the  meaning  of  those  Formnlaries,  nothing  can  exceed  the 
licence  which  has  been  assumed  by  Galvinistic  interpreters  of  the 
Articles — a  licence  which  has  often  gone  beyond  what  was  at- 
tempted in  the  Ninetieth  Tract.^ 


'  His  Lordflhip  refers  to  Mr.  Nswman^  explanatory  Letter  to  Dr,  Jdf.  In  that 
Letter  the  Author  obseires,  that  ^cenflcionsness,  how  strongly  he  had  pled^^  himself 
in  other  writings  against  Rome,  made  him  quite  unsuq>ieious  of  the  possibility  of  any 
sort  of  misunderstanding  ariainff  out  of  his  statements  in  **  Tract  90.  It  must  be  re- 
membered, however,  thi£  Mr.  Nxwman,  not  long  after  the  publication  of  those  state- 
ments, retracted  the  strong  expressions  which  he  had  used  in  writing  against  Rome. 
See  Appendix  B.— £o. 

*  **  Ad  tollendam  opinionum  dissentionem,  et  eonsensum  in  verA  Religione  finoan- 
dum.^ — Ed. 

9  I  beg  the  attention  of  the  reader  to  the  following  parallel ;  taking  for  granted  that 
Hr.  Scott  will  be  considered  as  unexceptionable  a  witness  on  the  one  side,  as  Mxsbrs. 
Kbwman,  Kxblb,  and  Ward  are  upon  the  other :— . 


lAomiioe  annmed  hy  CcUvini$lic  interpreter 
of  tke  Artideg, 
''But  I  may  fiurly  leave  this  nart  of  the 
Article  (Art.  xviL)  to  plead  its  own 
cause,  and  ours  also.  I  wish  not  to  make 
any  comment  upon  it;  or  to  give  one 
clause  whioh  it  contains  in  my  own  words. 
...  It  speaks  my  sentiments^  and  the 
sentiments  of  my  brethren;  and  let  it 
speak  them  without  a  comment.  I  am 
eonscioas  that  I  could  not,  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  any  of  them  so  much  as  think 
they  eould^  so  /iUfy,  so  timplyy  so  uneao- 
eeptUmaiiy  express  our  sentiments,  as 
this  Article  does.  .  ." 


**  It  is  manifest,  that  ike  etmjnUre  kept 
in  view  the  statement  of  St.  Paul,  in  the 
eighth  of  Romans,  throughout  the  whole.** 
— ScoTT*to  Remarke  on  Bishop  Tomline^e  Be- 
Mrtiom  o/Qdmmmn,  pp.  640, 641. 


Licence  cusmned  hy  &e  Author  and  Definden 
o/2Vflrf90. 

^Our  Twelfth  Article  is  as  plain  as 
words  can  make  it  on  the  '  Evangelical  * 
side :  .  •  .  of  course  /  think  its  natural 
meaning  may  be  explained  away,  for  /  my- 
eel^  tmbKr&e  it  in  a  non^naiural  sense.  **>- 
Ward*8  Ideal  of  a  ChriaUam  Church  eon»- 
dered,  ^e,,  p.  479. 

''The  manner  in  which  the  dry  wording 
of  the  Articles  can  be  divorced  Jrom  their 
natural  tptrit,  and  accepted  by  an  orthodox 
believer ;  how  their  primd  Jhcie  meamuff  it 
evaded,  and  the  artifice  of  their  inventors 
thrown  back  in  recoil  on  themselves;  this, 
and  the  arguments  which  prove  the  honesty 
of  this,  have  now  been  for  some  time  be- 
fore the  public,**  ''set  out  at  length  in  two 


in  support  of  Tract  90 — Ed.  ]— /6«.  p.  69. 
^  If  there  be  no  reason  to  the  contrary, 
the  natural  meaning  of  the  words,  as  at 
first  drawn  up,  may  be  taken  without  hesi- 
tation as  the  meaning  of  the  Church,  or 
State,  or  University,  calling  on  us  to  sign 
them.  Still  our  obh|^on  so  to  take  them^ 
comes  hom  our  reU^ion  to  the  impoeers, 
not  the  compilers ;  or,  as  Mr.  Nrwman 
has  most  concisely  woided  it,  *  We  hone  no 
^duties  toward  their  fiwnere.^^ — Kbblb*s 
Letter  to  Mr.  Juttioe  Ooieridsft,  p.  19.— Ed. 
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20.  Still,  I  cannot  persuade  myself,  that  any  but  the  plain 
obvious  meaning  is  the  meaning  which,  as  members  of  the  Church, 
we  are  bound  to  receive ;  and  I  cannot  reconcile  myself  to  a  system 
of  interpretation  which  is  so  subtle,  that  by  it  the  Articles  may  be 
made  to  mean  any  thing  or  nothing. 

21.  Nevertheless,  i^  within  certain  limits,  the  Articles  may  be  mo 
amstrued  a$  not  to  farce  persons  of  a  Cahinistie  bias  to  leave  tie 
Ohurch^^  I  do  not  see  why  a  similar  licence,  within  the  same  limits, 
is  not  to  be  conceded  to  those  whose  opinions  accord  with  those  of 
our  Divines  who  resisted  the  puritanical  temper  of  the  sixteenth 
and  seventeenth^  centuries ;  or  why  such  persons  should  be  forced 
into  communion  with  Rome. 

22.  And  I  say  this  the  more,  because  I  am  satisfied  that  the 
Ninetieth  Tract  was  written  with  the  object  of  retaining  persons 
within  the  bosom  of  our  Ghurch  who  miffkt  otherwise  *  haye  se- 
ceded;' and  further,  because  I  think  that  few  living  men  have 
written  more  ably  upon  the  errors  of  the  Bomish  Ghurch,  and  the 
rin  of  leaving  our  own  Church  for  her  communion,  than  the  author 
of  that  Tract* 

Dbnison,  Bishop  of  Sausbubt. — 1842. 

6.  On  the  other  hand,  the  lan^age  which  has  been  used  in 
various  quarters  on  many  of  the  points  in  controversy  between  the 
Ghurch  of  Rome  and  ourselves,  appears  to  me  liable  to  much  of 
the  exception  which  has  been  taken  to  it.  The  disapproval  ex- 
pressed of  the  mode  in  which  these  topics  were  handled  in  the 
Ninetieth  number  of  The  Tracts  far  the  Times,  was,  as  you  are  aware, 
the  immediate  cause  of  the  termination  of  that  work ;  and  I  believe 
that  the  soundest  and  wisest  members  of  our  Church  rejoiced  both 
that  the  Bishop  of  Oxford  interposed,  as  he  did,  on  that  occasion^ 
and  that  his  suggestions  were  at  once  followed  in  so  becoming  a 
spirit  and  manner.^ 

Dbnison,  Bishop  of  Salisbubt. — 1842. 

OBDXNATION  CHABOB. 

Vide  Pars.  18, 19,  in  Gbi^.  VIII. 

*  See  pages  28,  29,  of  Mr.  NewmanU  LetUr  to  Dr.  J^;  also  the  /iilrMiso«KM»  qf  Dr. 
PtmfiLetimrtoDr.  jif. 


1  The  italics  are  not  his  Lordship's.    See  the  extraet  from  Ma.  Scott\i  ibnoHb,  4^ 
in  the  preceding  note. — Yji. 

*  See  Charge  of  the  Bishop  of  Ossort,  pp.  57—61,  wpni,  and  note  4,  p.  146.^E:o. 
3  The  italics  are  not  his  Lordship^s.     See  Appendix  H. — Ed. 

<  Mr.  Newman's  Retractation  had  not  appeared  when  his  Lordship'ft  Chaige  was 
delivered.    See  Appendix  B— En. 

*  See  note  2,  p,  103^  ny»xi.^£D. 
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Peahson,  Dean  of  Salisbury. — 1842. 

[  .  .  .  Ad  ingenious  and  elaborate  attempt  ....  to  reconcile 
subscription  to  the  Thirty-nine  Articles,  with  the  adoption,  under 
the  name  of  Oatholic  truth,  of  the  very  errors  of  the  Romish 
Church  which  those  Articles  were  intended  to  counteract  and 
condemn.  .  .  ] 

See  Par.  1S»  in  Chap.  XXV.;  aee  aloo  Par.  40,  in  Chap.  XX. 

Short,  Bishop  of  Sodor  and  Man.— ^1842. 
See  note  3,  p.  168,  nipm. 

Thirlwall,  Bishop  of  St.  Datid^b.— 1842. 

51.  Some  much  more  important  as  well  as  difficult  questions 
are  suggested  by  the  last  Tract  of  the  series,  entitled  "  Kemarks 
on  certain  Passages  in  the  Thirty-nine  Articles.*"  The  objections 
which  have  been  made  to  this  essay — and  it  has  incurred  the 
censure  of  persons  whose  prepossessions  were  all  in  its  favour — 
have  been  directed  partly  against  the  author's  principle  of  in- 
terpretation, and  partly  against  the  manner  in  which  he  applies  it 
in  his  treatment  of  the  passages  which  are  the  subject  of  his 
remarks.  And  these  are  points  which  must  be  carefully  dis- 
tinguished, and  considered  separately. 

02.  With  regard  to  the  principle  itself,  it  appears  to  me  that 
much  misapprehension  has  prevailed,  and  that  it  has  been  stated  by 
others  in  a  manner  which  the  writer^s  language  does  not  warrant. 
It  has  been  sometimes  represented  as  if  he  had  held  it  allowable 
for  one  who  subscribes  the  Articles  to  reject  their  obvious,  literal, 
and  grammatical  sense,  and  to  substitute  another  more  conformable 
to  his  own  preconceived  notion  of  Catholic  Doctrine.  This,  in- 
deed, is  a  principle  which  would  be  alarmingly  dangerous,  if  it 
were  not  so  flagrantly  absurd.  But  I  do  not  perceive  that  it  is 
implied,  either  in  the  account  which  the  author  gives  of  his  object, 
at  the  outset,  or  in  the  concluding  remarks  with  which  he  meets 
the  supposed  objection.^  I  hardly  understand  how  it  can  be  re- 
conciled with  either :  his  professed  object  being  to  shew,  that  the 
Articles  contain  no  propositions  or  terms  inconsistent  with  the 
Catholic  Faith  ;  and  the  objection  which  he  anticipates  being,  that 
the  interpretation  proposed,  though  it  may  give  the  grammatical 
sense,  is  not  in  harmony  with  the  known  opinions  of  the  framers. 
The  objection  itself  assumes,  I  think,  that  no  violence  has  been 


<^  See  the  statements  made  by  Mr.  Wakd,  (the  zealous  defender  of  Tnot  90  »nd  Us 
mthoTy)  note  9,  p.  666^  nipra,^^ED. 
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done  to  the  grammatical  sense :  and  the  answer  giyen  to  it,  though 
including  several  distinct  heads,  seems  to  amount  to  this;  that 
one  who  subscribes  to  the  Articles,  professes  his  assent  to  the 
opinions  of  their  framers,  so  far  as  they  are  distinctly  expressed 
in  the  Articles  themselves,  but  no  farther;  and  that  he  is  not 
bound  to  adopt  those  which  he  may  find  recorded  in  their  other 
writings,  for  the  purpose  of  either  limiting  or  enlarging  the  graun- 
matical  sense  of  the  Articles;  so  that,  where  a  proposition  is 
expressed  in  general  terms,  he  is  at  liberty  to  differ  from  the  framers 
as  to  those  points  which  are  left  undefined.  The  author  conceiyes, 
and  endeavours  to  shew  by  historical  evidence,  that  the  Articles 
were  framed  with  the  intention  of  allowing  large  room  for  dif- 
ference of  opinion  on  subordinate  questions.  His  view  of  this 
subject  has  been  severely  censured,  as  subjecting  our  Reformers 
to  the  charge  of  disingenuousness ;  which  no  doubt  they  would 
have  justly  incurred,  if  they  had  designedly  used  equivocal  langaage.^ 
But  a  proposition  may  be  general,  yet  not  equivocal :  it  may  be 
meant,  and  may  serve  to  secure  unanimity  among  those  who  assent 
to  it,  to  a  certain  extent,  though  not  to  exclude  a  variety  of  sen- 
timents beyond  that  limit. 

53.  Whatever,  then,  may  be  thought  as  to  the  matter  of  fact,  the 
principle  of  interpretation,  so  stated^  appears  to  contain  nothing 
either  absurd  or  dangerous ;  and  more  than  this,  the  author  seems 
neither  to  have  asked,  nor^  which  is  more  important — ^to  haye 
wanted  for  his  purpose. 

54.  The  manner  in  which  he  has  applied  his  principle  in  the 
treatment  of  the  Articles  on  which  he  has  commented,  is  of  course 
a  totally  distinct  question.  And  here  I  think  no  impartial  person 
can  deny,  that  there  is  much  to  justify  the  sensation  of  surprise  and 
alarm  which  was  excited  in  so  many,  and  some  very  friendly 
quarters,  by  the  first  appearance  of  the  Tract.  This  impression 
was  perhaps  the  stronger,  because  the  notion  of  a  compromise 
between  extreme  opinions  on  common  ground  had  been  least  of  all 
associated  in  most  minds  with  the  Articles  which  it  discusses.  But, 
even  when  this  view  has  been  admitted,  the  construction  put  upon 
several  passages  will  certainly  appear  to  ordinary  readers  ex- 
cessively refined  and  artificial — such,  in  fact,  as  could  scarcely  have 
Occurred  to  the  writer,  if  his  jud^ent  had  not  been  biassed  by  his 
wishes.  Such  is  still  my  own  impression,  after  all  I  have  seen 
adduced  in  defence  or  explanation  of  the  Tract,  though  I  think  it 
sufficient  to  repel  the  imputation  of  a  conscious  obliquity  of  view; 


'^  "  In  my  pamphlets,  three  yean  smoe,  I  distinctly  charged  the  Reformen  with  ftdly 
tolerating  the  absence  m>m  the  Articles  of  any  real  anti-Roman  determination^  so  only 
they  were  allowed  to  preserve  an  apparent  one — a  charge  which  I  here  beg  as  (tistinctly 
to  repeat."— Ward's  Ideal  cfa  Christian  Church,  p.  100,  note.  Mr.  Ward's  Ideal  has 
been  published  since  the  deliverv  of  his  Lordship's  Ghaige ;  bot  Ae  pamphlets  referred 
to  came  out  immediately  after  Tract  90. — En. 
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and  the  character  of  the  Church  reqnired  that  snch  a  mode  of  io- 
terpreting  her  Formalaries  should  be  publicly  discountenanced. 

55.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  suspicions  have  been  suggested  bj 
the  Tract,  as  to  the  drift  of  the  whole,  and  the  ultimate  tendency 
of  the  author^s  views,  which  appear  to  be  wide  of  his  real  aim  and 
meaning. 

56.  His  interpretation  of  the  Twenty-second  Article,  which, 
more  than  any  other  part  of  his  Remarks,  has  given  rise  to  these 
suspicions,  is  indeed,  in  my  judgment,  quite  untenable.  Even 
if  the  compilers  of  that  Article  had  not  been  acquainted  with 
the  Decrees  of  the  Council  of  Trent  on  the  subjects  mentioned 
in  it,  they  could  not  have  described  some  of  the  grossest  abuses 
of  the  unreformed  practice  as  the  SomisA  Doctrine,  nor  would  they 
probably  have  pronounced  so  mild  a  censure  on  such  enormities  as 
18  expressed  in  the  terms,  ^*  a  fond  thing  vainly  invented,  and 
grounded  upon  no  warranty  of  Scripture,  but  rather  repugnant  to 
the  "Word  of  God.^  This  would  surely  have  been,  at  the  same 
time,  much  less  and  much  more  than  belonged  to  snch  a  subject. 
And  again,  whatever  might  have  been  the  case  with  the  framers  of 
the  Article,  the  authority  which  imposed  it,  after  the  Decrees  of 
the  Council  had  been  published,  could  not  have  thought  that  it  did 
not  condemn  the  Romish  Doctrine  according  to  the  latest  and  most 
authentic  exposition  of  it.  In  fact,  however,  it  was  the  Doctrine 
cf  the  Sdioolmen  that  the  framers  of  the  Article  originallv  con- 
demned, and  the  epithet  Bomish  was  afterwards  substituted,  with 
distinct  reference  to  the  Decrees  of  Trent.  The  author  of  the  Tract, 
therefore,  seems  to  have  &Ilen  into  a  manifest  error,  when  he 
attempts,  on  chronological  grounds,  to  limit  the  meaning  of  the 
Articles,  so  as  not  to  comprehend  the  Decrees  of  the  Council  of 
Trent  on  the  same  points.  But  though  his  remark  as  to  the  date 
of  the  Article  is  general,  still,  since  the  distinction  which  he  draws 
between  the  Romish  Doctrine  and  that  of  Trent  is  strictly  limited 
to  this  single  Article — ^for  in  no  other  does  the  expression  Bamish 
Doctrine  occur — it  cannot  be  inferred  that  he  intended  to  intimate, 
that  the  teaching  of  the  Council  is  consistent  with  that  of  the 
Church  of  England  on  any  other  points.^    It  would,  indeed,  be 

-^ — • — *■ 

*  Mr.  Nxwman  cannot  be  confinine  himself  to  one  ^'sinele  Article"  when  he  BaySi 
^*  Onr  ArHoks  were  written  before  those  Decrees,  and  therefore  are  lerelied,  not 
against  them,  but  against  the  authoritative  teachinf^.**— J^M^r  to  Dr,Je{f,  p.  15,  ed.  1. 
And  again  ;  **  I  conceive  that  what  *  aJl  the  best  writers*  say  is  authoritative  teachings 
and  a  sufficient  object  for  the  censures  conveyed  in  the  ArHelet,  though  the  Decrees  of 
Trent  themselves  remain  urUtniched,.^lhid,,  p.  12. — Mr.  Ward,  too,  admits  that  ^'the 
Tract  did  imply  that,  en  the  pomis  meniUmed  in  the  Letter  qf  the  Four  Tutare,'*  (in- 
eluding  the  Doctrine  of  the  Mats,  Art  31,)  **  the  Articles  do  not  condemn  the 
Decrees  of  the  Council  of  Trent **_/>»  Werds  in  Support  of  Traet  90,  p.  4.  Dr. 
"WiSEUAia  tiUces  the  same  view  of  the  case : — '<  It  seems  unaccountable  that  you  should 
now  court  that  title"  (Tridentine),  ^<  and  assert — as  your  Tract  does — ^that,  while  we 
have  abandoned  the  Doctrines  of  Trent,  you,  and  those  who  take  the  Articles  in  your 
sense^  interpret  them  in  accordance  with  these  Doctrines."— J^^ller  to  the  Rev,  J.  H. 
Newman^  p.  S9..-.ED. 
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enflSciently  alarming  to  believe  that  he  thought  this  was  the  • 
with  regard  to  these.  But  though  the  language  of  the  Tract,  taken 
by  itself,  might  very  easily  suggest  such  a  surmise,  and  is  on  that 
account  deserving  of  censure,  as  it  might  fall  in  the  way  of  per- 
sons who  had  no  other  means  of  learning  the  author^s  real  senti- 
ments, I  think  it  is  clear,  from  his  subsequent  explanation  of  his 
meaning,  that  the  immediate  purport  of  his  remark  was  to  signify 
a  distinction  between  the  letter  of  the  Decrees  of  Trent  and  the 
spirit  in  which  it  has  been  interpreted  in  the  Bomish  Schools,  and 
by  the  practice  of  the  Church  of  Rome ;  and  also,  that  what  he 
would  have  licensed  as  an  admissible  private  opinion  on  the  subject 
of  the  Article,  is  not  reconcilable  even  with  the  letter  of  those 
Decrees,  unless  on  a  very  forced  and  arbitrary  interpretation. 

57.  But  I  must  add,  that  the  liberty  for  which  he  pleads  on 
some  points,  is  much  larger  than  the  grounds  which  he  assigns 
for  it.  On  subjects  as  to  which  nothing  can  be  known  to  us  bat 
by  Revelation^  it  cannot  be  altogether  innocent  or  safe  to  adopt, 
even  as  matter  on  private  belief,  any  Doctrine  which  has  not  been 
revealed.  It  is  either  a  presumptuous  abuse  of  our  mental  fa- 
culties, or  it  is  suffering  ourselves  to  be  ^^ beguiled^  by  others, 
who  have  rashly  and  vainly  ''  intruded  into  those  things  which  thsy 
have  not  seen,'"  It  diverts  the  mind  from  the  contemplation  of 
certain  and  useful  truths;  it  tends  directly  to  introduce  super- 
stitious practice.  Even,  therefore,  if  our  Church  had  been  silent 
as  to  the  state  of  the  departed — which  is  far  from  the  case,  since 
she  makes  it  the  subject  of  prayer — ^it  would  not  have  followed 
that  any  of  her  children  are  at  liberty  to  hold  a  Doctrine  on 
that  subject,  as  matter  of  belief,  tohcUever  he  its  meritSj  merely 
because  it  is  in  some  sense  primitive^  and  i^  a  possible  or  pro- 
bable opinion — that  is  to  say,  a  conjecture  not  involving  any  ab- 
surdity— much  less  to  hold  a  Doctrine  which  is  apparently  as 
much  opposed  to  that  of  our  Church,  as  the  idea  of  punishment 
IB  to  that  o(  jog  and  felicity^  and  the  absence  of  God^s  presence  to 
the  living  icith  Him. 

«\  I  subjoin  a  list  of  publications  connected  with  Tract  90  and  the  JrUerpretaiwn  qf 
the  Articles,  for  the  benefit  of  those  who  may  be  disposed  to  pursue  the  iuTestigation  of 
this  most  important  branch  of  the  controversy. — ^Eu. 

1.  Tractarian. 

A  Letter  to  the  Bishop  qf  Oj^ord  on  occasion  qf  Tract  90.  By  J.  H.  Kewman,  B.D.y 
Vicar  of  St  Mary  the  Vinnn,  Oxford. 

A  Letter  to  the  Bev,  R,  W.  Je(f,  J),D,,  Canon  qf  Christ  Church,  in  empUauUion  qf 
Tract  90.    By  Thb  Author. 

The  Articles  treated  qf  in  Tract  90  reconsidered,  and  their  interpretation  vindicated,  in 
a  Letter  to  the  Rev,  R,  W,Je\f,D.D,,&c,  Bv  the  Bby.  £.  B.  Pusxv,  D.D.,  Regius 
Professor  of  Hebrew,  and  Canon  of  dmist  Church. 

The  Case  qf  Catholic  Subscription  to  the  Thirtif-nine  Articles  considered,  A  Letter  to 
Mr,  Justice  Coleridge,    By  the  Rxv.  John  Kxblx,  M.A.,  Professor  of  Poetiy,  &o. 

A  Vindication  qf  the  Principles  qf  the  Authors  ^  the  TraeUfor  the  'Hmes,  By  the 
Hon.  and  Rkv.  A.  P.  Pbrgbval,  JB.C.L. 

The  Subject  of  Tract  90  e^eamined  in  connexion  with  the  History  qf  the  T^ir^y-mM 
Articles,  j-c.     By  the  RxY.  Frbdbrxok  Oakblbv,  M.  A.,  Fellow  of  Balliol  Collegia  &c 
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Letter  to  the  Lord  Bishop  qf  Bipon.  By  Waltbr  Fabquhab  Hook,  D.  D.,  Vicar  of 
Leeds. 

A  Few  Words  in  support  qf  Tract  No,  90.  By  the  R«v.  W.  G.  Ward,  M.A., 
Fellow  of  Balliol  CoUege. 

A  Few  More  Words  in  support  cf  Tract  iVo.  90.    By  the  Rkv,  W.  G.  Wabo. 

2.   BOMUH. 

Some  Remarks  on  Mr,  Ne%eman*s  Letter  to  Dr.  Jelf  in  explanation  of  Trad  90.  By 
Ambrosb  Liblb  Phillipps,  of  Grace  Dien  Manor.  ' 

A  Letter  respectfully  addressed  to  ihe,Rev,  J.  H.  Newman^  upon  some  passages  in  lus 
Letter  to  Dr.  Jelf.     By  N.  Wibbman,  D.D.,  Bishop  of  Melipotamua. 

Remarks  on  Tract  90,  Francis  aSancta  Clara,  Neteman,  Sibihorp,  Wiseman,  Palmer* 
By  A  Catholic  Pribst. 

Oxford  or  Rome  9  A  Letter  to  the  Rev.  J.  H,  Newman  on  Tract  No.  90.  By  An 
Enolibh  Catholic 

3.  Anti-Tractarl&n. 

The  Thirty-nine  Articles  ef  the  Church  qf  England.  A  Lecture  before  the  University 
of  Oxford.    By  R.  D.  Hampobn,  D.D.,  Regius  Professor  of  Divinity. 

The  Thirty-nine  Articles  considered  as  the  Standard  and  Test  qf  the  Doctrines  of  the 
Church  qf  England.  A  Lecture  before  the  University  of  Oxford.  By  Godfrbt 
Faussbtt,  D.D.,  the  Lady  Margaret*s  Professor  of  Divinity. 

Subscription  to  the  Thirty-nine  Articles.— An  Answer  to  the  Hon,  and  Rev.  A,  P. 
Perceval  By  Chablbs  R.  Elbington,  D.D.,  Regius  Profesor  of  Divinity  in  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin.     1842. 

A  Letter  to  the  Rev.  T.  T.  Churton,  M,A.  By  the  Rbv.  H.  B.  Wilson,  M.A., 
Fellow  of  St.  John's  College. 

Strictures  on  No.  90  qf  die  Tracts  for  the  Times.  By  a*  Member  of  the  Uniyersity  of 
Oxford.     Parts  1  and  2. 

The  Articles  construed  by  themselves. 

Provincial  Letters  from  the  County  Palatine  of  Durham,  S[c  By  the  Rxr.  G. 
Stanlbt  Faber,  D.D.    Letter  XIY.  and  Appendix  to  Letter  III. 

A  Review  qf  No.  90  qf  the  Tracts  for  the  Times,  By  the  Rbv.  R.  Pbbtyman,  M.  A., 
Preoentor  of  Lincoln. 

Remarks  on  Mr.  Newman's  Letter  to  Dr.  Jelf  and  on  Tract  No.  90.  By  the  Rbt. 
J.  Jordan,  Vicar  of  Enstone. 

Bri^  Remarks  on  Tract  90,  ed.  2,  and  some  subsequent  Publications  in  d^ence  of  iL 
'By  thOjRBV.  C.  P.  Goliohtly,  M.A.,  Oriel  College. 

Remarks  on  certain  Passages  in  ihe  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the  P  Friendly 

Society. 

Observations  suggested  by  Mr.  Ward^s  Few  More  Words  in  support  qf  Tract  90.  By 
Robbbt  Lowx,  Esq.,  Magdalen  College. 

Resignation  and  Lay  Communion.  Prqfessor  Keble*s  View  qfthe  Position  and  Duties 
of  the  Traetarians,  as  exhibited  in  his  Letter  to  Mr.  Justice  C^eridge.  By  the  Editor 
OF  this  Volumb. 

A  second  Appeal  to  0ie  Bishop  qf  Oxford,  on  the  Divinity  of  the  Tract  Writers,  ^c. 
"By  the  Rbv.  J.  Jobdan,  Vicar  of  Enstone. 

4.  Uncbrtain. 
A  Letter  to  the  Rev.  E.  B.  Pusey,*D.D.,  on  the  Publication  of  No.  90  qfthe  Tracts  for 
the  Times.      By  William  Sbwbll,  M.A.,  Professor  of   Moral  Philosophy  in  the 
University  of  Oxford. 

Some  documents  connected  with  Tract  90  will  be  found  in  Appendix  A, — Ed. 
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Bagot,  Bishop  op  Oxpobd. — 1838. 
VuU  Par.  4,  in  Ckmp.  XXIV .,  and  7,  in  Chap.  V I. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeteb. — 1839. 
Vide  Pm.  86,27^  28^  in  Chap.  XIY.,  and  Par.  43,  in  Chap.  VIII. 

HowLBY,  Archbishop  of  Oantebbuby. — 1840* 

4.  But  whilst  we  are  deeply  impressed  with  the  importance  of 
these  objects,  and  are  anxious  to  assist  in  promoting  them,  we  can 
never  lose  siffht  of  our  proper  and  immediate  concern, — ^the  care  of 
our  own  flocks.  The  extraordinary  quantity  of  matter  relating  to 
the  general  interests  of  our  Church,  has  left  me  little  time  for  ad- 
verting to  details  which  form  a  great  part  of  a  Glergyman^s  duty, 
and  affect  the  efficiency  of  his  ministrations  as  they  are  well  or  ill 
performed.  I  must,  therefore,  confine  my  observations  to  a  few 
points. 

6.  The  attention  of  the  Clergy  has  been  of  late  more  carefully 
turned  to  the  observance  of  the  directions  of  the  Rubric,  in  respect 
to  the  Liturgy  and  Offices  of  the  Church ;  and  this  laudable  regard 
to  order  and  law  cannot  fail  to  be  useftil,  if  conducted  with  sound 
judgment.  The  impropriety  of  performing  Offices  in  private  houses 
which  are  appointed  to  be  publicly  used,  is  now  generally  admitted, 
and  I  trust  we  shall  speedily  see  the  discontinuance  of  so  irregular 
a  practice.  But  some  allowance  may  fairly  be  made  to  bodily  in- 
firmity, and  perhaps  even  to  inveterate  prejudice  or  mental  weak- 
ness. In  the  correction  of  irregularities  of  long  standing,  much 
discretion  is  requisite ;  and  in  cases  where  argument  has  been  found 
ineffectual,  the  ultimate  object  may  sometimes  be  more  surely  at- 
tained by  temporary  indulgence,  than  by  insisting  on  immediate 
compliance  with  rule. 

See  alM  Par.  7,  in  Cfai^.  XXIII. 
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Bboughton,  Bishop  of  Australia. — ^1841. 
Vide  Pub.  19— 23,  in  Chap.  X. 

Maltbt,  Bishop  of  Durham. — 1841. 

Vide  Par.  8,  in  Chap.  III. 

LoNGLBT,  Bishop  of  Ripon. — 1841. 

4.  In  reference,  however,  to  the  general  question  of  a  literal 
obedience  to  the  injmictionfl  of  the  Kubric,  it  may  be  urged  that 
in  some  instances  the  lapse  of  time  and  altered  circumstances  haye 
rendered  a  compliance  with  it  impossible ;  in  others,  the  practice 
enjoined  has  become  so  uniyersally  obsolete,  that  the  obligation  to 
return  to  it  may  seem  doubtftd.  In  the  former  case,  I  need  not  say 
that  necessity  provides  a  sufficient  dispensation.*  In  the  latter,  it 
would  seem  that  where  a  usage  enjoined  by  the  Rubric  has  been  in 
nniyersid  abeyance  for  many  generations,  and  that  disuse  has  been 
allowed  of  the  several  Ordiuaries,  the  like  dispensation  may  fairly 
be  claimed.^  For  although  it  be  in  strictness  true,  that  whatever 
was  enacted  bv  the  authority  of  Convocation  and  of  Parliament, 
can  be  repealed  by  the  same  authority  alone,  yet  if  the  whole  body 
from  whom  the  Convocation  would  be  selected  have  tacitly  con- 
sented to  abandon  the  practice,  the  obligation  to  resume  it  would 
not  seem  to  be  very  strong ;  and  such  is  the  opinion  of  the  most 
experienced  Canonists,  even  in  cases  where  the  Order  is  clear  and 
undisputed.  But  where  the  expressions  are  ambiguous,  and  the 
authority  doubtful,  it  can  be  still  less  binding  on  the  Clergy  to 
resume  antiquated  customs,  without  first  referring  the  matter  to  the 
Ordinary,  in  whom  a  discretionary  power  is  vested  for  appeasing 
such-like  doubts. 

See  ftlflo  Pan.  2  and  3,  in  Chap,  XXIII.,  and  4$,  in  Chap.  XXIV. 

Mant,  Bishop  of  Down  and  Connob,  and  Dbomore. — 1842. 

Vide  Par.  63,  in  Chap.  X. ;  Pan.  66—74,  in  Chi^.  XXIV. ;  Par.  60,  in  Chap.  XIV. ; 
and  Pars.  83-86,  in  Chap.  XXIII. 

*  Under  this  head  may  be  elaased  the  Rubric  in  the  Order  for  Confirmation,  re- 
quiring the  Bishop  to  <*  lay  his  hand  upon  the  head  of  ereiy  one  seTerally,  saying, 
'  Defend,  O  LonL*  **  &o.  The  grow^  of  popnktion,  in  some  qnarten  especially,  since 
this  Bafaric  was  framed,  has  rendered  the  compliance  with  it  almost,  if  not  altogether, 
a  phyaeal  impossibility.  For  m^  own  part,  I  would  say  that  nothing  but  this  Tast 
numerical  increase  would  reconcile  me  to  a  deviation  from  the  prescribed  Order. 


9  See  the  same  sentiment  expressed  by  the  Bishops  op  Exvrsa,  1843,  Par.  11 ; 
London,  1842,  Par.  42  ;  Salisburt,  extract  from  Ordination  Charge,  1842 ;  Won- 
CBSTxa,  1842,  Par.  18 ;  and  Edinbuboh,  note  5,  p.  679,  m/ra. 

Mr.  Kxblb,  in  his  Letter  to  Mr.  Juetiee  Coleridge,  spegJu  of  the  '<  silence  of  our 
Bishops**  as  *' amounting  to  a  yirtual  dispenaation,"  in  a  matter  of  far  greater  moment 
than  the  obserranoe  of  &e  Rubrics.    See  Betjgiution  amd  La$  CbwMwtmton,  p.  16^— £0. 
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Phillpotts,  Bishop  of  Exbteb. — 1842. 

11.  Before  I  quit  this  subject,  let  me  again  impress  on  yon — 
what  three  years  ago  I  brought  to  your  attention — the  duty  of  a 
faithful  obseryance  of  the  Rubrics.  True  it  is,  that  inveterate  usage 
may  be  pleaded  for  the  non-observance  of  some  of  them.^  Bat  of 
these  not  all,  perhaps  not  one,  may  have  been  irreclaimably  lost. 
Be  it  our  care  to  revive  what  we  may ;  but,  certainly,  not  to  permit 
any  others  to  fall  into  disuse.* 

*  To  the  wisdom  which  marks  our  Rubrics,  I  am  glad  to  give  the  testimony  of  the 
experience  of  one  of  the  ablest  and  most  devoted  ministers  ever  employed  in  iho 
service  of  the  Church  in  India,  Archdeacon  Robinson. 

PlyffUree,  August  27, 1842. 

Mt  Lord, — I  am  just  honoured  by  the  receipt  of  your  Lordship^  note  of  yestesrday, 
and  have  great  pleasure  in  thus  recurring  to  tiie  conversation  which  I  had  the  hap- 
piness to  hold  with  you  at  Plymouth. 

The  instances  to  which  I  referred,  of  the  great  wisdom  of  our  Rubrics,  and  their 
general  sufficiency  for  the  solution  of  difficulties  as  they  arose  from  time  to  time  in  the 
formation  of  infant  churches,  were  chiefly  in  the  case  of  the  two  Sacraments. 

1.  One  of  the  greatest  hinderances  to  the  sound  and  healthy  state  of  the  Native 
Churches  in  India  has  always  been,  as  your  Lordship  is  well  aware,  the  precipitancy 
of  the  missionary's  zeal  in  increaring  the  number  of  his  converts,  and  consequently  the 
carelessness  with  Which  the  Sacrament  of  Baptism  has  been  sometimes  adnunistered  to 
unworthy  recipients.  In  the  province  of  Tinnevelly  especiaUy  this  evil  was  most  ap- 
parent some  few  years  ago,  so  as  almost  to  rival  at  one  time  the  rapidity  and  multitude 
of  Xavier^  conversions  \  and  the  unhappy  consequences  were  soon  seen  in  freqnent 
apostades  of  such  merely  nominal  Christians.  On  the  other  hand,  the  more  cautious 
and  self-denying  missionary,  alarmed  at  these  errors  of  his  bolder  brethren,  was  in 
danger  of  deferring  or  withholding  the  Sacrament  on  insufficient  grounds.  The  diffi- 
culties in  both  cases  were  at  once  met  by  insisting  on  the  observance  of  the  first 
Rubric  in  the  office  for  the  Baptism  of  adults,  requiring  that  **  timely  notice  shall  be 


*   Vide  the  preceding  note. 

''When  a  man  becomes  a  member  of  any  institution,  and  swears  to  maintain  its 
laws,  he  of  course  does  not  mean  all  the  laws  by  which  it  has  been  ^vemed,  but  only 
such  as  have  not  been  abrogated — only  those,  in  fact,  by  which  it  is  governed.  But 
abrogation  may  be  of  two  kinds  ;  by  direct  legislation,  or  by  a  species  of  indirect  leeis- 
lation,  which  is  called  desuetude.  Thus,  in  our  statute-book,  every  law  not  erased  is 
technically  and  formallv  a  law ;  yet  any  magistrate  who  swears  to  execute  the  laws  of 
England,  would  be  held  a  roadman  if  he  attempted,  and  suspended  from  his  office  if  he 
persisted  in  wishing,  to  execute  each  and  every  of  the  statutes.  Some  have  fallen  into 
desuetude,  have  become  inoperative,  through,  as  you  would  say,  the  negligence  of  pre- 
vious magistrates,  though,  as  I  would  say,  an  originally  imperceptible  but  finallv 
avowed  deference  to  the  spirit  of  the  times.  And  this  deference,  virtually  considered, 
has  become,  and  is  univexWly  allowed  to  have  become,  in  the  official  administration  of 
those  laws,  and  as  regards  the  duties  and  consciences  of  their  administrators,  as  com- 
plete an  act  of  abrogation,  as  if  they  had  been  legislatively  expunged.  Now  this  fact 
is  so  notorious  and  patent,  that  no  man  of  even  the  most  ordinary  acquirements  can  be 
Ignorant  of  it.  ^  Thev  who  plead  the  duress  of  their  oaths,  as  respects  the  ceremonies 
and  the  discipline  of  the  Church,  know  it,  and  know  consequently  they  are  under  no 
more  obligation  by  their  oath  to  revive  any  obsolete  ceremony  or  disdpline,  than  an 
Attorney-General  would  be  to  try  a  man  under  an  obsolete  statute.  When,  therefore, 
we  attack  them  for  disturbing  the  peace  of  the  Church  by  the  revival  of  things  which 
the  Church  has  suffered  to  w\  into  disuse,  and  they  plead  the  necessity  of  their  oaths, 
they  plead  what  is  a  fiction  and  a  farce.  It  is  ike  imporianoe  which  they  attaeh  to  these 
ceremonisi  which  i$  the  cauee  of  their  revival^  and,  in  point  of  fact,  its  only  justification.^^— 
Letter  to  the  Bev.  W.  J.  C.  Bennett,  A.M^  Minbter  of  Portman  Chapel,  St.  Mary-le-Bone. 
By  A  Layman,  pp.  81,  82 Ed. 
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12.  I  was  brought  to  this  matter  by  a  wish  to  do  jastice  to  ooe 
especial  benefit  which  has  been  rendered  to  the  Church  by  the 
writers  of  the  "  Tracts  for  the  Times.'' 

See  alflo  Par.  3,  in  Chap.  XXIII. ;  33,  in  Chap.  XII. ;  and  15,  in  Chap.  XXVI. 

CopLBSTON,  Bishop  of  Llandaff. — 1842. 
Vide  Par.  29,  in  Chap.  XXIII.,  and  67,  in  Chap.  XXVI. 

Blomfield,  Bishop  of  London. — 1842. 

29.  I  now  proceed  to  offer  some  observations  upon  the  duty  of 
complying  with  the  Church's  directions  in  the  celebration  of  Divine 
Service.  Our  proper  rules  in  this  respect  are  the  Rubric  and 
Ganons,  as  the  Articles  are  with  regard  to  Doctrine ;  and  we  are 
bound  to  observe  the  rule  in  the  one  case  as  in  the  other,  although 
it  must  be  acknowledged,  that  a  departure  from  the  truth  is  more 
injurious  in  its  consequences,  than  a  deviation  from  the  prescribed 
ritual. 

30.  Now  it  is  impossible  to  deny,  that  a  great  degree  of  laxity 
has  crept  over  us  in  this  matter ;  and  we  are  much  indebted  to 
those  learned  and  pious  men  who  have  forcibly  recalled  our  at- 
tention to  a  branch  of  duty  too  long  imperfectly  performed.      In 

giTen  to  the  Btakop,  or  whom  he  shall  appoint  for  thai  purpose,  a  week  before  at  the  least, 
by  the  parents  or  some  other  discreet  persons,  that  ao  due  care  may  be  taken  for  their 
examination  whether  they  be  sufficiently  instructed  in  the  principles  of  the  Christian 
reli^on;  and  that  they  mav  be  exhorted  to  prepare  themselves  with  prayers  and 
iaatmff  for  the  receiTine  of  tnis  holy  Saorament."  This  admirable  rule,  if  always  en- 
foree<^  as  it  mieht  eaaLly  be,  at  once  represses  the  heedlessness  of  one  party,  and  gives 
due  support  and  protection  to  the  sober  caution  of  the  other. 

2.  The  other  case  to  which  I  referred,  is  the  exercise  of  a  wise  and  holy  discipline 
among  the  new  converts  by  the  enforcement  of  the  second  and  third  Rubrics  of  the 
Hol^  Communion :  and  in  far  the  greater  part  of  the  churches  of  Southern  India  this 
discipline  is  now  happily  established  and  humbly  embraced. 

^  Oreat  scandals  also  were  often  complained  of,  arising  from  hasty  and  unlawful  mar- 
riages ;  and  the  exact  observance  of  the  Rubric  in  the  publication  of  banns  on  three 
several  Sunday  was  generally  found  sufficient  to  guard  against  them  in  that  simple 
state  of  society. 

I  need  not  add,  that  in  the  first  years  of  the  Episcopate  in  India,  all  these  salutary 
laws  of  our  Churdi  had  been  lamentably  neglected  even  bv  our  own  Cler^,  and  that 
the  evil  had  been  tenfold  increased  bv  the  administration  of  the  Offices  bemg  intrusted 
(from  the  sad  necessity  of  tiie  times)  to  Ministers  of  the  Lutheran  Church.  Happily 
those  days  are  sone  by ;  and  nothing  can  be  more  beautiful  and  encouraging  than  to 
observe,  as  fresh  difficulties  arise,  with  what  prospective  wisdom  our  Reformers  appear 
to  have  framed  the  Rubrics  of  our  Apostolic  Church,  and  thus  prepared  her  to  be, 
what  she  is  now  become,  the  great  Missionary  of  the  World.  In  almost  every  case  of 
reference  made  to  me  for  counsel  and  direction  while  Archdeacon  of  Madras,  (and  they 
were  very  numerous,)  I  uniformly  found  the  most  comprehensive  and  satisfactory 
Answer  was  an  appeal  to  Her  authoritative  directions. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be, 

My  dear  Lord,  with  sreat  respect. 
Your  Lordship's  very  faithful  and  obliged  Servant, 

THOMAS  ROBINSON. 

The  Right  Rev.  the  Lord  Bishop  ofEweter, 
4v.  4^  4^. 
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0ome  instances,  indeed,  they  haye  gone  beyond  the  line  of  dnty  and 
of  prudence,  in  recommending,  or  practising.  Ceremonies  and  Forms 
not  authorized  by  their  own  Church ;  and  in  ascribing  to  others  an 
importance  which  does  not  properly  belong  to  them :  but  there  can 
be  no  doubt  of  their  haying  mainly  contributed  to  the  progress, 
which  has  been  made  during  the  last  few  years,  towards  a  fuU  and 
exact  Obseryance  of  the  Churches  Rubrical  injunctions,  as  well  as  to 
a  better  understanding  of  the  foundations  and  proportions  of  her 
Polity,  and  the  nature  and  yalue  of  her  Discipline.  We  ought  not 
to  oyerlook  the  real  good  which  they  haye  effected  in  one  direction, 
while  we  contemplate  with  apprehension  the  eyil  which  it  is  to  be 
feared  they  haye  wrought  in  another. 

31.  Eyery  Clergyman  is  bound,  by  the  plainest  obligations  of 
duty,  to  obey  the  directions  of  the  Kubric*  For  conforming  to 
them,  in  eyery  particular,  he  needs  no  other  authority  than  that  of 
the  Rubric  itself.  We  ought  not  to  be  deterred  from  a  scrupulous 
Obseryance  of  the  Rites  and  Customs  prescribed  or  sanctioned  by 
our  Church,  by  a  dread  of  being  thought  too  careful  about  the  ex- 
ternals of  religion.  If  we  are  not  to  go  beyond  her  Ritual,  at  least 
we  ought  not  to  fall  short  of  it ;  nor  to  make  her  public  Services 
less  frequent,  nor  more  naked  and  inexpressiye,  than  she  intends 
them  to  be.  In  saying  this,  I  am  not  holding  any  new  language. 
In  my  Charge  to  the  Clergy  of  the  Diocese  of  Chester  in  1825,  I 
•  used  these  words :  ''  A  strict  and  punctual  conformity  with  the 
Liturgy  and  Articles  of  our  Church  is  a  duty  to  which  we  haye 
bound  ourselyes  by  a  solemn  promise,  and  which,  while  we  continue 
in  its  ministry,  we  must  scrupulously  fulfil.  Conformity  to  the  Liturgy 
implies,  of  course,  an  exact  Obseryance  of  the  Rubric.  We  are  no 
more  at  liberty  to  yary  the  mode  of  performing  any  part  of  Public 
Worship,  than  we  are  to  preach  Doctriues  at  yariance  with  the 
Articles  of  Religion.  If  there  be  any  direction  for  the  public 
Seryice  of  the  Church  with  which  a  Clergyman  cannot  con- 
scientiously comply,  he  is  at  liberty  to  withdraw  from  her  ministry ; 
but  not  to  yiolate  the  solemn  compact  which  he  has  made  with 
her." 

*  Every  Clergyman,  before  he  u  ordained,  and  again,  as  often  aa  he  is  admitted  to 
any  benefice  or  office  in  the  ministry,  subscribes  to  the  three  Articles  in  the  Thirty- 
uxth  Canon  ;  the  second  df  which  is  as  follows :  **  That  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer, 
and  of  ordering  of  Bishops,  Priests,  and  Deacons,  oontaineth  in  it  nothing  contrary  to 
the  Word  of  God,  and  that  it  may  lawfully  so  be  used  ;  and  that  he  himself  will  use 
the  form  in  the  said  book  prescribed,  in  public  prayer,  and  administration  of  the  Sa- 
craments, and  none  other.**  The  I  Elia.  cap.  ii.  s.  4,  enacts  a  penalty  for  using  *<any 
rite,  ceremony,  order,  form,  or  manner  of  celebrating  the  Lord's  Supper,  openly  or 
priyil^,  or  Matins,  Evensong,  administration  of  the  Sacraments,  or  other  open  prayers, 
than  IS  mentioned  and  set  forth  in  the  said  book.**  The  13  and  14  Car.  IL  cap.  iv.  s.  2, 
says,  that  as  '*  nothing  conduces  more  to  the  honour  of  our  religion,  and  to  the  propa- 
gation thereof,  than  an  universal  agreement  in  the  public  wordnip  of  Almighty  Ood  ; 
and  to  the  intent  that  every  person  within  this  realm  mav  certainly  know  Uie  rule  to 
which  he  is  to  conform  in  pubUc  worship,  and  administration  of  Sacraments,  and  other 
rites  and  ceremonies  of  the  Church  of  England^— be  it  enacted  that  all  and  singular 
Ministers,  &c.,  shall  be  bound  to  sa^  and  use  the  Morning  Prayer,  Evanisg  Prayer, 
&0.,  in  muih  oider  and  form  as  mentioned  in  the  said  book.** 
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32.  An  honest  endeavour  to  carry  out  the  Churches  intentions,  in 
every  part  of  public  worship,  ought  not  to  be  stigmatized  as  popish 
or  superstitious.  If  it  be  singular,  it  is  such  a  singularity  as  should 
be  cured,  not  by  one  person'^s  desisting  from  it,  but  by  all  taking  it 
up.  When  I  have  been  asked,  whether  I  approved  of  certain 
changes  in  the  mode  of  celebrating  Divine  Service,  which  were 
spoken  of  as  Novelties,  but  which  were  in  fact  nothing  more  than  a 
return  to  the  anciently  established  order  of  the  Church,  my  answer 
has  been,  Far  from  questioning  the  right  of  the  Clergy  to  observe 
the  Rubric  in  every  particular,  I  know  it  to  be  their  duty ;  and  the 
only  doubt  is,  how  far  are  we  justified  in  not  enforcing  such  observ- 
ance in  every  instance  i 

33.  It  may,  indeed,  call  for  the  exercise  of  a  sound  discretion,  in 
certain  cases,  as  to  the  time  and  mode  of  bringing  about  an  entire 
conformity  of  your  practice,  in  this  respect,  with  the  letter  of  the 
law ;  but  I  cannot,  as  it  appears  to  me,  consistently  with  my  duty, 
interpose  any  obstacles,  nor  offer  any  objection  to  its  being  done.  I 
wish  this  observation  to  be  understood  as  applicable,  not  only  to 
the  administration  of  Public  Baptism  at  the  time  prescribed  by  the 
Rubric ;  to  the  reading  of  the  Offertory  Sentences,  and  the  Prayer 
for  the  Church  Militant ;  but  to  the  observance  of  the  days  which 
the  Church  appoints  to  be  kept  holy. 

See  also  Pars.  34—40,  in  Chap,  XXIII. 

41.  The  principle  involved  in  the  reasoning  of  Bishop  Butler,  is 
applicable  also  to  the  observance  of  those  ceremonies  which  are 
enjoined  by  the  Church,  whether  in  the  Rubric  or  the  Canons. 
Upon  those  which  rest  on  Rubrical  authority,  I  need  not  enlarge ; 
our  obligation  to  practise  them  is  clearly  and  unanswerably  set 
forth  in  the  Preface  to  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer.  With  re- 
spect to  the  Canons,  as  we,  who  are  Clergymen,  cannot  question 
their  synodieal  authority,  so  we  must  believe,  upon  the  strength  of 
the  highest  legal  decision,  that  they  are  binding  as  part  of  the  law 
of  the  land  on  the  whole  Clergy  of  the  realm  ;  and  although  they  do 
not  proprio  vigore  bind  the  Laity,  there  are  many  provisions  therein, 
declaratory  of  the  ancient  usage  and  laws  of  the  Church  of  England, 
which  in  that  respect,  and  by  virtue  of  that  authority,  do  bind  the 
Laity  also.  Much  has  been  loosely  written  about  the  difference,  in 
point  of  obligation,  between  the  Rubric  and  the  Canons :  the  real 
distinction  seems  to  be,  that  the  Canons  may,  in  certain  cases,  by 
competent  authority  be  lawfully  dispensed  with ;  but  not  the 
Rubric,  except  where  it  is  specially  so  provided.  In  some  cases  it 
may  happen,  with  respect  to  both  Rubrics  and  Canons,  that  a  literal 
compliance  with  them  is  impracticable ;  and  to  such  cases  the  maxim 
otneeessitas  non  habet  legem  obviously  applies. 

42.  There  are  others,  in  which  a  Canon  has  been  long  and  gene- 
rally neglected,  in  a  matter  not  of  vital  importance  to  the  Church, 
and  where  such  neglect  has  been  sanctioned  by  those  whose  duty 

2  p 
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it  was  to  require  its  observance,  if  they  thought  it  necessary.- 
Such,  for  instance,  is  the  74th  Canon,  on  wearing  gowns  with 
standing  collars,  and  cloaks  with  sleeves.  ^'  The  general  reason,"' 
observes  Bishop  Stillingfleet,  speaking  of  that  Canon,  *^  continues  in 
force ;  namely,  that  there  should  be  a  decent  and  comely  habit  for 
the  Clergy,  whereby  they  should  be  known  and  distinguished  from 
the  people  :'^  an  object,  of  the  importance  of  which  I  have  on  more 
than  one  occasion  expressed  a  strong  opinion ;  but  which  I  fear  will 
not  be  attained,  except  by  some  authoritative  regulation,  to  which 
the  Clergy,  not  of  this  or  that  diocese,  but  in  general,  shall  be  re- 
quired to  conform.  I  am,  however,  of  opinion,  that  the  distinction 
between  them  and  the  Laity,  as  to  their  ordinary  dress,  should  be  of 
a  very  simple  kind,  and  not  such  as  would  be  likely  to  expose  them 
to  the  ridicule  of  those  whose  respect  they  wish  to  retain. 

See  also  Pars.  43-.51,  in  Chap.  XXIV.,  and  58,  69,  in  Chap.  XXIII. 

Denison,  Bishop  of  Salisbury. — 1842. 
[ordination  gharob.] 

The  defence,  therefore,  of  the  existing  custom^  must  rest  on 
the  ground  that  the  universal  agreement  of  the  Ordinaries  for  a 
length  of  time  not  to  enforce  these  Canons,  amounts  to  a  virtual 
dispensation  from  them,  unless  the  Bishop  should  see  any  reason  to 
require  their  observance.*  And  in  this  view  of  the  case,  it  may  be 
deemed  that,  generally,  the  function  of  Preaching  is  permitted  in 
our  Church  to  be  exercised  by  those  who  are  ordained  Priests,  in 
that  fulness,  with  which  at  their  Ordination  it  is  committed  to 
them  by  the  Bishop.* 

*  The  Doctrine  of  a  virtual  dispensation  from  positive  rules,  to  be  inferred  from 
long  and  general  desuetude,  must,  I  think,  be  allowed  as  necessary  in  tiie  present  state 
of  our  Church  ;  and  the  conscience  of  any  individual  Clergyman  need  not  be  aggrieved 
at  acquiescing  in  it,  especially  when  there  exists  a  superior  power  able  to  give^Tect  to 
the  dormant  rale  ;  and  therefore,  in  a  manner,  having  the  responsibility  of  its  neglect.^ 
But,  however  sufficient  this  may  be  to  satisfy  an  individual,  it  is  a  different  question, 
whether  such  a  state  of  tilings  be  suitable  for  the  Church  at  large,  or  be  one  in  which 
her  members,  and  especially  her  ministers,  ought  willingly  to  acquiesce.  And  on  this 
point  I  will  not  scruple  to  express  my  own  conviction,  that  some  lawful  and  effectual 
mode  of  deliberation,  judgment,  and  action,  is  much  to  be  desired  for  thechanustei^and 
efficiency,  if  it  be  not  necessary  for  the  stability  and  security  of  the  Church.  I 
believe,  indeed,  that  this  is  in  itself  a  right  properly  inalienable  in  the  Church  of  Christ 
Our  own  branch  of  the  Church  in  theory  possesses  it,  though  its  exercise  has  now  been 
restrained  by  the  civil  power  for  above  a  century.  Many  circumstances  have  conspired 
of  late,  and  some  very  painfully,  to  impress  upon  reflecting  minds  a  sense  of  the  dis- 
advantages of  this  conaition.  And  the  question  of  the  proper  remedy  for  this  evil  is 
one  deserving  the  most  prompt  and  the  most  serious  consideration. — ^pp.  16-17. 

«  See  note  9,  p.  673,  supra Ed. 

3  His  Lordship  is  speaking  of  the  practice  of  allowing  Ministers  to  preach  without 
*'  special  license  from  the  Bishop  of  the  Diocese,  or  other  superior  authority,*^  not' 
wittistandine  the  *'  restriction'*  *'  enforced  at  the  time  of  the  Reformation,"  which  *'  is, 
strictly  speaking,  still  in  force,  for  it  is  respected  and  eetablislied  by  the  Canons  of 
1603,  ana  has  not  been  repealed  since  that  time.**  p.  14. £o. 

*  See  note  9,  p.  573,  stipra Ed. 
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Pepys,  Bishop  op  Worcester, — 1842. 

5.  For  the  present,  therefore,  I  purpose  to  confine  myself  to 
those  supposed  variations  from  the  directions  of  the  Rubric  which 
hare  of  late  been  made  so  much  the  subject  of  animadversion. 

6.  And  here  I  must,  in  the  first  instance,  remark,  that  the  whole 
responsibility  of  such  variations,  if  they  do  exist,  rests  entirely  with 
the  recognised  Authorities  of  the  Church.  So  much  has  of  late 
been  said  of  the  manner  in  which  the  Gler^  neglect  the  observance 
of  the  Rubrics,  that  many,  particularly  among  my  younger 
brethren,  may  have  become  unsettled  and  distressed,  under  the 
impression  that  they  have  thereby  violated  the  engagement  into 
which  they  entered  on  accepting  their  cures,  "  that  they  would 
conform  to  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  and  to  every  thing 
contained  therein.^^  Undoubtedly,  in  the  course  of  more  than  two 
centuries  which  have  elapsed  since  the  Rubrics  in  the  Common 
Prayer  were  framed,  it  has  become  the  almost  invariable  practice 
of  the  Clergy,  in  their  administration  of  Divine  Service,  to  make 
certain  variations.  Now  my  pQsition  is,  that  for  such  variations 
the  Authorities  of  the  Church  are  alone  responsible.  For  he  who 
is  aware  of  any  habitual  practice  among  those  over  whom  he 
exercises  authority,  and  neglects  to  correct  it,  must  be  considered 
as  afibrding  his  sanction  to  such  a  practice  ;  and  as  it  is  impossible 
to  suppose  that  the  Bishops,  many  of  whom  have,  like  myself, 
been  occnpied  for  the  best  part  of  their  lives  in  parochial  mini- 
strations, can  be  ignorant  of  such  deviations  from  the  strict  letter 
of  the  Rubric,  we  must  consider  them  as  having  given  a  tacit 
consent  to  them.^  What  may  have  been  their  motive  for  having 
thus  contentedly  acquiesced  in  a  practice  among  their  brethren 
which  must  be  admitted  not  to  have  been  strictly  regular,  it  would 
be  presumptuous  in  me  to  conjecture  ;  but  I  may  be  permitted  to 
assign  the  grounds  upon  which  it  is  my  intention  to  adopt  a 
similar  course  of  conduct. 

7.  In  the  first  place,  I  conceive  that  when  you  sign  a  declaration 
that  you  will  conform  to  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  and  to 


'  Subjoined  is  the  testimony  of  a  Bishop  of  a  vexy  different  school,  to  the  same 
effect :_ 

'<  I  would,  therefore,  mv  Reverend  Brethren,  earnestly  advise  yon  to  stnd^  careAilly 
the  Canons  of  our  Church,  and  the  Rubrics  of  the  Service-book  ;  to  consider  every 
part  of  them  as  law  imposed  upon  you  bv  that  society  which  God  haa  appointed  for  the 
perfecting  of  the  Saints  for  the  work  of  the  Ministry,  for  the  edifyine  of  the  Body  of 
Christ.  If,  indeed,  there  be  any  points  which  you  see  to  be  generally,  and  to  have 
been  for  a  long  time  neglected,  you  may  then  lawfully  consider  whether  such  neglect 
by  the  enacting  body  does  not  amount  to  a  virtual  repeal ;  and  before  attempting  to 
introduce  any  such  antiquated  and  unusual  practice,  however  rubrical,  I  would  advise 
you  not  only  to  study  the  temper  and  preparation  of  the  congregation  amone  which 
you  minister,  but  also  ofiBcially  to  consult  your  Bishop,  part  of  whose  weighty  duties  it 
is  to  take  upon  himself  the  responsibility  in  such  matters.**— Bishop  Terrot*s  Primary 
Charge  to  the  Clergy  q/  the  Diocese  of  Edinburgh,  See  also  note  9,  p.  673,  eupra, 
—Ed. 
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every  thing  contained  therein,  yon  bind  yourselves  to  use  in  general 
that  Form  in  the  administration  of  the  Church  Services,  rather  than 
the  Missal  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  on  the  one  hand,  or  the 
Directory  of  the  Puritans,  on  the  other  hand ;  and  not*  that  you 
will,  with  more  than  Chinese  exactness,  make  a  point  of  con- 
science to  adopt  every  expression,  and  implicitly  follow  every 
direction  therein  contained,  notwithstanding  any  changes  which 
altered  habits  of  life,  or  altered  modes  of  thinking,  may  have 
rendered  expedient. 

8.  In  considering  this  question,  it  is  perhaps  impossible  to  arrive 
at  a  sound  conclusion,  without  reflecting  upon  what  is  the  present 
state  of  the  Church  as  a  governing  body ;  and  for  this  purpose  it  is 
important  that  we  should  reflect  first  upon  the  different  senses  in 
which  the  term  *"*"  Church'*^  is  used  by  our  theological  writers. 

9.  In  its  primary  sense,  it  means  the  whole  body  of  Christian 
people  militant  here  on  earth.  It  means  that  holy  Church  which 
throughout  all  the  world  doth  acknowledge  Christ ;  that  Church 
for  which,  in  the  55th  Canon,  we  are  directed  to  pray,  as  ^^Christ^s 
holy  Catholic  Church  ;  that  is,  the  whole  congregation  of  Christian 
people  dispersed  throughout  the  whole  world  :^  and  we  would  fain 
hope  that  under  this  Catholic  description  may  be  included  many 
who  may  yet  have  differed  from  us  in  some  important  points  of 
doctrine ;  for  we  should  feel  that  we  were  assuming  the  pretended 
infallibility  of  the  Roman  Pontiff,  if  we  presumed  to  shut  the 
gates  of  mercy  upon  the  meek  piety  of  a  Fenelon,  on  the  one  hand, 
or  the  deep  religious  feeling  of  a  Doddridge,  on  the  other. 

10.  But  in  its  more  usual  and  restricted  sense,  the  term  Charch 
means  a  community  of  Christians,  who  have  agreed  in  deducing 
certain  Articles  of  Faith  from  their  interpretation  of  the  Holy 
Scriptures ;  and  in  the  adoption  of  certain  rules  and  ordinances,  by 
which  the  admission  or  exclusion  of  members  from  the  community 
might  be  regulated,  and  its  affairs  conducted  with  decency  and  order. 

11.  In  this  sense,  we  find  even  in  the  Apostolic  times  the 
Church  of  Jerusalem  distinguished  from  that  of  Antioch;  and 
the  seven  Churches  of  Asia  are  addressed  in  the  Book  of  Revela- 
tion as  each  distinct  from  the  other,  though  all  alike  the  Churches 
of  Christ.  And  it  must  be  recollected  that  the  Canon  to  which  I 
have  before  referred,  having  directed  us  first  to  pray  for  the  holy 
Catholic  Church — ^that  is,  the  whole  congregation  of  Christ^s  people 
dispersed  throughout  all  the  world — afterwards  desires  our  prayers 
for  the  Church  of  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  in  particular. 

*  The  arguDent  of  Paley  with  regard  to  Subscription  to  Articles  of  Religion,  may 
Borely  be  applied  with  equal  propriety  to  the  Declaration  made  by  the  Clergyprevious 
to  Licence  or  Institution,  that  they  would  conform  to  the  Liturgy  of  the  Cnurch  of 
England.  In  this  case,  as  in  that  of  Subscription,  the  true  qnebtion  is,  what  was  the 
**  animus  impcnenHt  V*  Now  no  one  who  reads  the  history  of  those  times  with 
attention,  can  doubt  that  the  object  of  the  Leeislature,  who  imposed  upon  the  Clergy 
a  Subscription  to  the  above  Declaration,  was  the  substitution  of  the  Book  of  Common 
Prayer  for  the  Missal  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  or  the  Directory  of  the  Piuitaos. 
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12.  Now  it  is  in  this  latter  sense  that  we  speak  of  the  Church, 
inrhen  we  consider  it  as  a  governing  body.  To  its  decrees  we  are 
boand  to  submit ;  or  if  we  find  such  submission  contrary  to  our 
convictions^  or  inconsistent  with  our  principles,  we  have  no  course 
left  to  us  but  to  retire  from  a  community  whose  authority  we  can- 
not conscientiously  acknowledge. 

13.  These  decrees,  however,  must  proceed  from  some  recognised 
body,  having  authority  to  issue  them ;  and  this  body  in  our  Church 
is  the  assembly  of  Bishops  and  representatives  of  the  Clergy  in 
Convocation  assembled.  Now  it  has  been  the  wisdom  of  our  civil 
rulers  to  deprive  this  assembly  of  all  jurisdiction,  even  in  matters 
Ecclesiastical,  for  above  a  century  past.  We  meet,  indeed,  at  the 
calling  of  every  new  Parliament,  but  we  are  restricted  from  enter- 
ing on  the  consideration  of  any  matters  which  are  not  submitted 
to  us  by  the  Crown ;  and  as  no  such  matters  are  ever  offered  to 
us,  an  adjournment  sine  die  is  the  necessary  consequence.  I  am 
not  referring  to  this  practice  for  the  purpose  of  censure ;  on  the 
contrary,  it  may  well  be  doubted  whether,  in  the  present  temper 
of  men'^s  minds,  the  peace  of  the  Church,  and  even  the  cause  of 
truth,  may  not  be  more  effectually  promoted  by  such  a  course,  than 
by  rendering  the  Convocation  what  it  once  was — an  efficient  body, 
prompt  at  all  times  to  correct  error  and  maintain  discipline,  but 
likewise  able  to  sanction  those  changes  which  any  alteration  in  the 
circumstances  of  the  Church  might  have  rendered  expedient. 

14.  My  object  in  thus  calling  your  attention  to  the  inactive 
state  in  which  the  legitimate  governing  power  in  the  Church  has 
been  allowed  to  remain  for  the  last  hundred  years,  is  to  draw  a 
justification  therefrom  of  the  conduct  of  the  Bishops  who  have 
tacitly  acquiesced  in  those  deviations  from  the  exact  Rubric  in  the 
Book  of  Common  Prayer,  of  which  we  have  lately  heard  so  much. 

1 5.  Are  certain  sentences  directed  by  the  Rubric  to  be  read  at 
a  particular  part  of  the  Service,  with  a  view  to  a  collection  among 
the  congregation  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor,  and  have  such  sentences 
lost  their  pertinence  in  consequence  of  a  compulsory  rate  having 
been  substituted  for  such  voluntary  collections!  No  authority 
exists,  short  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  by  which  the  omission  of 
such  sentences  can  be  /^^a/fy  justified. 

16.  Do  certain  phrases  occur  in  the  Service  for  the  Solemnization 
of  Matrimony,  dictated  by  the  grossness  of  a  former  age,  but 
offensive  to  the  refinement  of  the  present  time !  We  may  all  agree 
as  to  the  propriety  of  their  omission,  but  in  the  present  state  of  the 
Convocation,  who  can  venture  to  authorize  it  i 

17.  So,  is  there  a  single  word  in  the  Service  for  the  Sacrament 
of  our  Lord's  Supper,  bearing  a  sense  very  different  from  the  ori- 
ginal Greek  word,  of  which  it  purports  to  be  a  translation,  and 
calculated  on  this  account  to  excite  unnecessary  alarm  in  weak 
minds !  Although  every  scholar  is  aware  of  the  fact,  still  no  au- 
thority exists  by  which  the  substitution  of  a  more  appropriate 
word  could  be  justified. 
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18.  Under  these  circumstaDces,  it  is  nnqaestionably  true  ihAt  a 
sort  of  general  consent  has  been  allowed  to  take  the  place  of  such 
authority,  and  a  licence  assumed  by  the  Clergy,  and  tacitly  permitted 
by  their  Diocesans,^  to  make  such  slight  changes  in  the  letter  of  the 
Rubrics  as  seemed  to  be  required  by  the  altered  circumstances  of 
the  time :  and  while  they  strictly  adhere  to  the  spirit  of  them,  they 
need  not  fear  that  in  so  doing,  they  are  violating  the  declarations 
which  they  made  at  the  time  when  they  accepted  their  cures,  that 
they  would  conform  to  the  Liturgy  of  the  Church  of  England. 

19.  What  is  required  by  such  a  declaration  is,  an  honest  and 
conscientious  conformity  to  the  Liturgy  of  our  Church,  in  opposi- 
tion to  other  forms  of  worship ;  but  to  accuse  the  Clergy  of  Tiolating 
their  Ordination  Vows,  because  they  have  adopted  such  slight  devi- 
ations as  I  have  above  noticed,  in  compliance  with  the  general 
consent  of  their  congregations,  and  the  tacit  permission  of  their  Dio- 
cesans, betrays  too  much  that  spirit  of  formality  which  induced 
the  Pharisees  of  old  to  attach  importance  to  making  broad  their 
phylacteries,  and  enlarging  the  borders  of  their  garments* 

See  also  Pan.  30— 24>  in  Chap.  XXIII. 
26.  Such  are  some  of  the  principal  deviations  from  the  Rubric, 
which  have  been  pleaded  as  justifying  a  movement  in  the  Church, 
which  has  set  one  Minister  against  another,  introducing  divisions 
and  disputes  where  before  was  only  concord  and  unanimity. 
See  also  Par.  27,  in  Chap.  XVI. 


6  See  note  9,  p.  573,  supra^^lS^ 

«\  Some  Works  on  the  subject  of  the  preceding  Chapter  are  mentioned  in  a  no 
at  p.  591,  t>0Yi...£D. 
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Bagot,  Bishop  of  Oxford.-^1838. 

8.  And  here  let  me  repeat  a  wish,  which  I  believe  I  have  already 
expressed,  that  7011  should  avail  yourselves  of  that  increase  of  de- 
votional spirit,  which  is,  I  trust,  gaining  ground  everywhere,  to 
pay  more  attention  than  has  of  late  years  been  bestowed  on  the 
Week-day  Festivals.  It  is  lamentable  to  think  in  how  many  pa- 
rishes the  observance  of  Ascension-day  (a  festival  no  way  inferior 
to  that  of  Christmas)  has  fallen  into  neglect  and  desuetude.  Lent, 
Passion  Week,  the  Ember  days,  and  divers  others  of  the  seasons 
set  apart  by  the  Church  for  an  especial  measure  of  devotion,  might 
be  rendered  tgr  more  available  than,  I  fear,  they  are  for  purposes 
of  edification. 

9.  In  towns  and  parishes  where  the  population  is  concentrated 
round  the  Church,  we  are  really  without  excuse,  if  we  fail  of  making 
the  attempt ;  and  even  in  those  agricultural  districts  where  dwell- 
ings are  more  thinly  scattered  over  the  whole  extent  of  the  parish, 
I  believe  more  may  be  done  than  those  who  have  never  tried  the 
experiment  would  be  apt  to  imagine ;  at  least,  I  know  no  reason 
why  atir  labours  should  be  less  blessed  than  those  of  our  dissenting 
brethren.^ 

See  also  Par.  7,  in  Chap.  V  I. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  op  Exeter. — 1839. 
Vide  Paw.  27, 28,  in  Chap.  XIV.,  and  Par.  64,  in  Chap.  VI. 

Spenceb,  Bishop  of  Madras. — 1839. 
Vide  Pars.  1,  2,  in  Chap.  VI. 

Denison,  Bishop  of  Salisbury. — 1839. 

And  the  same  principle  which  I  have  laid  down  with  respect  to 
the  number  of  Services,  appears  to  me  equally  applicable  to  the 

'^  See  note  2,  p.  298,  nipra.«ED. 
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instruction  to  be  given  by  the  Minister.  I  do  not  see  why  it  should 
be  thought  enough  to  instruct  a  small  congregation  once  only  on  the 
Lord's  day,  while  to  a  larger  congregation  Sermons  are  twice  deli- 
vered. In  either  case,  probably,  the  proportion  of  those  who  are 
not  able  to  attend  both  Services  is  pretty  equal ;  some  of  whom, 
therefore,  where  there  is  only  a  single  Sermon,  are  left  without  any 
instruction  at  all. — Charge^  1839,  p.  27. 

HowLKY,  Archbishop  of  Canterbury. — 1840. 

7.  There  is  one  point,  however,  of  no  little  importance,  in  which 
material  benefit  would  accrue  to  the  public,  by  a  strict  observance 
of  the  Rubric,  which  prescribes  the  quantity  of  Service  required  m 
the  Church.  A  full  compliance  with  its  injunctions,  in  regard  to 
the  use  of  the  Liturgy  on  Week-days,  is  not  to  be  expect^  in  all 
places ;  but  it  is  greatly  to  be  regretted  that  its  regulations  were 
ever  dispensed  with,  in  respect  to  the  complement  of  duty  on  the 
Lord's  day.  I  am  fully  aware  that  this  departure  from  law,  this 
infringement  of  the  rights  of  the  parishioners,  was  originally  occa- 
sioned by  necessity ;  but  I  am  equally  certain  that  it  becomes  an 
abuse  which  ought  not  to  be  tolerated  when  the  necessity  has 
ceased  to  exist.  The  omission  of  one  of  the  Services  deprives  many 
parishioners  of  access  to  the  Church,  and  furnishes  others  with  an 
excuse  to  themselves  for  staying  away  ;  it  consigns  the  thoughtless 
to  idleness  for  at  least  one  portion  of  the  Sabbath,  ^nd  sends  the 
religious  to  strange  places  of  worship,  with  the  risk  of  eventuallj 
detaching  them  from  the  Church.  On  the  sense  of  the  Legislature 
upon  this  subject,  expressed  by  recent  enactments,  I  say  nothing'. 
But  I  leave  it  to  the  judgment  of  those  who,  without  a  cogent  ne- 
cessity, omit  the  morning  or  evening  Service,  whether  they  are  duly 
conforming  to  the  laws  of  the  Church,  or  fulfil  the  obligations  of 
their  office.  I  would  further  suggest  that,  in  places  where  both  Ser- 
vices are  performed  with  only  one  Sermon,  the  advantage  to  the 
parish  would  be  great,  if  an  encouragement  to  attendance  were  held 
out  by  the  addition  of  a  Discourse,  a  Catechetical  Lecture,  or  a 
short  JExposition  of  Scripture. 

See  also  FarF.  4,  5,  in  Chap.  XXII. 

Kate,  Bishop  op  Lincoln. — 1840. 

Another  important  provision  of  the  Plurality  Act,  is  that  which 
empowers  the  Bishop  to  enforce  the  performance  of  two  Services  on 
every  Lord's  day,  each  of  such  Services  to  include  a  Sermon  or  a 
Lecture.  There  are,  I  am  aware,  many  cases  in  which  this  pro- 
vision cannot  at  present  be  enforced,  because  the  Incumbent  or 
Curate  has  the  care  of  two  Churches ;  a  state  of  things  which  the 
restriction  of  Pluralities  will  gradually  amend.  But  I  shall  deem 
it  my  duty  to  carry  into  effect  the  declared  intention  of  the  Legis- 
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lature  in  every  possible  case.  Not  that  I  am  very  sanguine  in  anti- 
cipating good  from  religious  Services  performed,  not  spontaneously, 
but  merely  in  obedience  to  the  commands  of  an  Ecclesiastical  supe- 
rior. Compulsory  enactments  are  at  best  a  poor  substitute  for  a 
sense  of  duty.  But  I  am  satisfied  that  no  single  cause  has  contri- 
buted more  to  the  prevalence  of  Dissent  in  this  Diocese,  than  the 
too  frequent  practice  of  omitting  a  second  Service.  When  the  pa- 
rishioners see  that  a  resident  Clergyman,  having  the  care  of  a  single 
Church,  opens  that  Church  once  only  on  the  Lord's  day,  the  im- 
pression naturally  made  on  their  minds  is,  that  he  is  more  desirous 
of  consulting  his  own  ease  than  of  promoting  their  spiritual  welfare ; 
and  if  they  are  seriously  disposed,  they  turn  to  any  teacher  who 

Erofesses  to  supply  them  with  the  spiritual  food  for  which  they 
unger. 
With  respect  to  the  delivery  of  a  Sermon  or  Lecture  at  each 
Service,  our  experience  tells  us  that  when  the  Prayers  of  the 
Church  only  are  read,  and  no  Sermon  delivered,  the  parishioners 
are  very  remiss  in  their  attendance.  I  will  not  stop  to  inquire 
whether  this  ought  to  be  so ;  whether  the  paramount  importance 
attached  to  Preaching,  in  the  present  day,  bespeaks  a  healthy  state 
of  religious  feeling ;  whether  it  does  not  savour  of  that  love  of  ex- 
citement, and  that  undue  admiration  of  mere  intellect  which  are  the 
characteristics  of  the  age ;  whether,  indeed,  the  Sermon  is  not  too 
often  regarded  in  the  light  of  an  intellectual  treat,  and  estimated 
rather  by  the  gratification  which  it  affords  to  the  taste,  than  by  its 
tendency  to  amend  the  heart.  Whatever  might  be  the  result  of  such 
an  inquiry,  it  is,  as  I  have  just  observed,  certain,  that  when  the 
Prayers  of  the  Church  only  are  read,  and  no  Sermon  delivered,  the 
parishioners  are  very  remiss  in  their  attendance;  and  surely  no 
conscientious  Pastor  will  think  that  he  has  discharged  his  duty  to 
them,  until  he  has  removed,  as  far  as  lies  in  his  power,  every  plea 
for  this  remissness.  If  they  are  only  to  be  won  to  the  House  of 
God  by  a  Sermon,  he  will  not  fail  to  preach  it.  The  omission  of  a 
second  Sermon  will  too  probably  be  ascribed  to  one  of  two  causes; 
to  our  want  of  ability,  or  to  our  disinclination  to  labour  for  the 
edification  of  our  flocks;  and  I  need  scarcely  observe  that,  to 
whichsoever  of  the  two  it  is  ascribed,  the  effect  must  be  most  pre- 
judicial to  our  ministerial  usefulness.  I  am  therefore  assured  that 
my  Beverend  Brethren  will  not  require  any  exhortation  from  me  to 
induce  them  to  comply  with  this  provision  of  the  Act. 

Let  me,  before  I  quit  the  subject  of  Preaching,  guard  against  a 
possible  misinterpretation  of  my  meaning ;  let  no  one  infer,  from 
what  I  have  said,  that  I  am  disposed  to  undervalue  its  importance. 
It  has  been  in  all  ages  of  the  Church,  and  ever  will  be,  the  blessed 
instrument  both  of  turning  the  sinner  from  the  evil  of  his  way,  and 
of  promoting  the  growth  of  the  confirmed  Christian  in  holiness.  I 
mean  only  to  offer  a  caution  against  an  error  into  which  many, 
I  fear,  in  the  present  day,  are  liable  to  fall — the  error  of  supposing 
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that  religion  consists  chiefly  in  the  hearing  of  sermons. — Charge, 
1840,  pp.  14— -16. 

SuMNER«  Bishop  of  Chester. — 1841. 
Vide  Par.  2,  iu  Chap.  XI.,  and  Pars.  27--30,  in  Chap.  X. 

Monk,  Bishop  op  Gloucester  and  Bristol. — 1841. 

He  (the  Bishop)  is  now  empowered  to  require  of  any  Incumbent, 
that  a  second  Sermon  or  Lecture  shall  be  delivered  in  his  Church 
on  each  Sunday.  Except  in  one  or  two  peculiar  cases,  I  have 
felt  it  right  to  issue  this  injunction  only  to  new  Incumbents,  who 
enter  upon  the  cure  of  parishes  with  a  fall  knowledge  of  the  extent 
of  duty  to  which  they  are  liable.  With  regard  to  others,  I  leave 
to  them  and  their  own  consideration  the  propriety  of  giving  their 
flocks  this  benefit,  and  prefer  to  use  the  influence  of  exhortation 
rather  than  command,  as  better  suited  to  the  nature  of  that 
brotherly  connexion  which  subsists  between  us,  and  at  the  same 
time  as  most  conformable  to  my  own  disposition.  Besides,  I  place 
but  little  reliance  upon  the  efficacy  of  discourses  which  are  delivered 
upon  compulsion ;  and  trust  rather  to  the  beneficial  effects  of  advice 
and  example,  co-operating  with  a  Clergyman^s  own  sense  of  the 
responsibility  which  he  has  taken  upon  himself  to  feed  the  flock  of 
Christ. 

Possibly  the  present  age  attaches  a  disproportionate  importance 
to  Preaching,  iu  comparison  with  other  services.  But,  however 
this  may  be,  the  fact  is  undeniable,  that  whenever  no  Sermon  is 
expected,  the  congregations  in  our  churches  are  very  slender.  And 
in  estimating  the  causes  which  have  led  to  the  gradual  increase  of 
dissent,  and  the  alienation  of  a  portion  of  our  population  from  the 
Establishment,  even  in  parishes  where  church-room  is  sufficiently 
great,  it  is,  I  believe,  admitted  that  the  practice  of  what  is  called 
single  duty,  as  it  excludes  a  part  of  the  parishioners  from  all  public 
instruction  on  the  Sabbath,  has  driven  many  of  the  humble  classes 
to  the  meeting-house.  This  consideration  should  be  of  itself  suffi- 
cient to  induce  every  Clergyman  (as  it  hasinduced  many)  voluntarily 
to  accompany  each  service  of  the  Lord's  day  with  instructions  from 
the  pulpit,  in  order  that  none  of  his  flock  may  have  inducement  or 
excuse  to  leave  the  communion  of  the  Church  for  religious  meetings, 
which  they  find  more  accessible  and  convenient. — Charge^  1841, 
pp.  7,  8. 

BowsTEAD,  Bishop  op  Lichfield.® — 1841. 

5.   It  has  been  charged  against  the  individuals  who  were  inatru- 
mental  in  producing  these  effects,  that  they  converted  the  Church 

•  See  Note  7,  p.  6,  tupra* — Ed. 
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into  a  House  of  Preaching  rather  than  of  Prayer.^  This  how- 
ever, supposing  it  to  be  true,  can  form  no  justification  for  a  reaction 
of  a  very  opposite  character;  a  reaction  which  denies  the  Holy 
Scriptures  to  be  the  sure  Ilule  of  Faith,  and  thus  saps  the  very 
foundation  of  Protestantism.  Congregations  must  be  instructed 
before  they  can  properly  engage  in  prayer ;  and  should  the  notion 
that  Preaching  may  be  neglected,  exteusively^prevail,  there  can  be 
little  hope  of  the  great  mass  of  our  population  being  ever  taught 
to  appreciate  aright  the  other  Ordinances  of  our  Church. 

LoNGLEY,  Bishop  op  Ripon. — 1841. 

1.  It  seems  unnecessary,  on  the  present  occasion,  to  enter  with 
any  minuteness  of  detail  into  the  provisions  of  those  legislative 
enactments  affecting  the  Church  which  have  been  passed  since  we 
last  met  together.  There  are  in  these  days  so  many  channels 
through  which  information  on  such  points  can  be  obtained,  that  I 
shall  satisfy  myself  with  referring  to  one  particular  only,  in  which 
I  am  much  gratified  to  find  that  my  own  wislies,  as  well  as  the 
intentions  of  the  Legislature,  have  already  in  many  parishes  been 
anticipated.  It  has  been  felt  by  many  among  you,  that  nothing  but 
an  undeniable  necessity  should  deprive  the  members  of  our  Church 
of  a  second  Service ;  and  where  there  is  already  a  second  Service, 
of  a  second  Sermon,  on  the  Lord's  day.  And  though  it  may  be 
in  vain  to  expect  a  complete  return  in  all  places  to  the  Week-day 
Services  prescribed  by  our  Liturgy,  it  cannot  but  be  lamented 
that  the  ancient  practice  of  opening  the  House  of  God  at  least 
twice  on  the  Sabbath  should  ever  have  been  departed  from.  The 
denial  of  this  privilege  gives  the  careless  and  the  ungodly  an  excuse  for 
indulging  in  habits  of  idleness  or  dissipation  on  that  holy  day,  while 
it  tempts  the  thoughtful  and  serious-minded  to  join  the  Separatists 
in  their  assemblies  for  public  worship.  From  either  of  these  evils 
the  faithful  Pastor  will  do  his  diligence  to  save  his  flock ;  and  I  am 
persuaded  that  no  stronger  inducement  need  be  offered  to  those  of 
my  Beverend  Brethren  whose  people  are  still  deprived  of  these 
spiritual  benefits. 

2.  The  voluntary  movement  on  the  part  of  some  of  my  Clergy  in 
this  matter,  seems  to  be  a  welcome  index  of  an  increasing  desire  to 
return  to  a  stricter  observance  of  Ecclesiastical  order.  It  must  be 
obvious  to  us  all,  that,  owing  to  causes  which  it  may  be  needless 
here  to  specify,  various  practices  clearly  sanctioned,  and  even  com- 
manded by  our  Church — some  of  them  of  a  very  godly  and  edifying 
character,  others  perhaps  in  their  nature  more  indifferent — nave 
fallen  into  very  general  desuetude.    And  with  regard  to  some  of 


'  I  have  elsewhere  endeavoured  to  fihew  how  little  sanction  this  argument  derives 
from  the  practice  of  Him  who  claimed  for  his  Father^s  House  the  title  of  the  '<  House 
of  Prayer,^'' — See  Preaching  ;  xU  icarranif  object,  and  c^c^«.— pp.  20,  21. — Ed. 
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them,  at  any  rate,  a  judicious  and  well-timed  effort  to  restore  them 
would  merit  every  encouragement. 

3.  We  cannot  forget  how  rigid  an  examination  was  instituted 
before  the  present  Order  of  Public  Worship  was  settled ;  and  we 
may  feel  assured,  that  whatever  in  matters  of  ceremony  and  dis- 
cipline was  permitted  to  remain,  was  considered  by  our  Reformers 
to  be  essential  to  its  decent  maintenance,  as  well  as  to  the  edi6ca- 
tion  of  the  people :  and  when  we  consider  the  trying  circumstances 
under  which  the  body  of  that  Liturgy,  and  the  special  directions 
with  which  it  was  accompanied,  were  framed — when  we  call  to 
mind  that  its  Rubrics  (as  has  been  eloquently  said  of  them)  ^^  were 
written  in  the  blood  of  some  of  their  compilers,  men  famous  in  their 
generations,  who  yielded  up  their  lives  for  the  great  truths  of  the 
Gospel,^  we  shall  surely  think  it  no  light  matter  to  disregard  those 
injunctions,  to  curtail  the  Services  which  they  prescribe,  or  to  set 
up  an  order  of  our  own  in  any  matter,  in  preference  to  that  which 
has  received  so  grave  and  deliberate  a  sanction.  I  am  well  aware, 
however,  of  the  difficulties  which  may  obstruct  a  Clergyman  in  the 
performance  of  this  branch  of  his  duty,  though  he  may  be  most 
conscientiously  desirous  of  fulfilling  its  obligations.  Some  impedi- 
ments may  arise  from  the  negligence  of  his  predecessors ;  others 
from  the  force  of  inveterate  custom,  originally  acquiesced  in  from 
too  willing  a  subserviency  to  the  wishes  and  convenience  of  the 
parishioners.  To  this  cause  may  be  attributed  the  facilities  which 
we  fear  are  often  afforded  for  the  administration  of  the  Sacrament 
of  Baptism  in  private  houses,  for  the  admission  of  Parents  as 
Sponsors  to  their  own  children,  the  permission  to  Non-communicants 
to  stand  as  Godfathers  and  Godmothers,  and  the  introduction  of 
the  office  of  Private  Baptism  into  the  Church,  thereby  postponing, 
or  perhaps  entirely  dispensing  with,  the  obligation  to  provide  Spon- 
sors at  all.  Witness  again  the  rare  celebration  of  the  Sacrament 
of  Baptism  in  the  midst  of  the  congregation  after  the  Second  Lesson 
either  at  Morning  or  Evening  Prayer.  With  respect  to  the  pro- 
vision of  proper  Sponsors,  we  should  consider  how  much  the  godly 
solicitude  of  the  Church  in  behalf  of  the  souls  of  her  children  is 
defeated  by  neglecting  it.  In  her  parental  anxiety  that  all  who 
are  brought  to  the  Baptismal  Font  be  virtuously  brought  up  to  lead  a 
godly  and  a  Christian  life,  she  guards,  as  she  best  may,  against  the 
precarious  tenure  of  the  parent'^s  life,  and  provides  substitutes 
solemnly  pledged  to  extend  to  their  surviving  children  the  blessings 
of  sound  religious  instruction,  should  they  themselves  be  prema- 
turely removed  from,  this  earthly  scene.  Consider  also  the  loss  to 
which  the  infant  is  again  exposed,  in  not  being  brought,  at  the 
moment  of  its  solemn  dedication  to  God,  into  the  midst  of  the 
assembled  worshippers,  there  to  benefit  by  their  united  prayers, 
that  he  may  lead  the  rest  of  his  life  according  to  this  beginning ! 
It  can  scarcely  be  matter  of  surprise,  that  so  imperfect  an  estimate 
should  often  be  formed  of  the  value  which  the  Church  attaches  to 
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this  holy  Sacrament,  and  that  there  should  be  so  mnch  declension 
from  the  strictness  of  life  and  conversation  required  by  the  Bap- 
tismal vow,  when  the  opportunity  is  so  rarely  offered  to  the  con- 
gregation of  hearing  the  terms  in  which  our  Liturgy  describes  the 
benefits  received,  and  the  obligations  imposed  at  the  Baptismal  Font. 
Indeed,  the  re-introduction  of  the  office  of  Public  Baptism  into  the 
Service,  wherever  it  is  practicable,  would  seem  to  be  more  than  ever 
called  for  at  the  present  moment,  when  the  neglect  of  that  holy 
Sacrament  is  unhappily  become  more  prevalent  through  the  pre- 
judicial influence  of  the  Registration  Act.  In  some  instances  I  am 
happy  to  learn  that  the  revival  of  the  practice  in  our  Diocese  has 
been  attended  with  very  beneficial  results,  inducing  many  young 
persons,  as  well  as  adults,  as  yet  unbaptized,  to  seek  admission  into 
the  Church  through  that  sacred  Ordinance. 

See  also  Par.  5,  in  Chap.  VI 

SuJCNER,  Bishop  op  Winchester. — 1841. 
rtde  Para.  12_14,  in  Chap.  II. 

Beresford,  Archbishop  of  Armagh. — 1842. 
Vide  Par.  3,  in  Chap.  XXI. 

Mant,  Bishop  of  Down  and  Connor,  and  Dromore. — 1842. 

60)9.  And  whereas  of  late  years  a  custom  had  been  gaining 
ground  of  "  Extemporary  Prayers  being  used  before  and  after 
Sermon,  without  any  foundation  from  Law  or  Canons,  and  coming 
only  from  connivance,^'  the  Bishops  and  their  assistants  expressed 
their  ^^  hearty  desire,  that  great  care  might  be  taken  to  suppress 
those  private  conceptions  of  Prayers  both  before  and  after  Sermon,* 
lest  private  opinions  be  made  the  matter  of  prayer  in  public,  as 
hath,  and  will  be,  if  private  persons  take  liberty  to  make  public 
prayers.* 

65.  Again,  it  was  demanded  by  the  Puritans,  '*  Because  singing 
of  Psalms  is  a  considerable  part  of  public  worship,  we  desire  that 
the  Version  set  forth  and  allowed  to  be  sung  in  churches  may  be 
amended,  or  that  we  may  bave  leave  to  make  use  of  a  purer 
Yersion.^i*  To  which  the  answer  of  the  Bishops  and  their  assist- 
ants was  an  excuse  for  passing  over  the  objection :  ^^  Singing  of 
Psalms  in  metre  is  no  part  of  the  Liturgy,  and  so  no  part  of  our 

*  Chrand Debale,  p.  67;  CardtoeU^  pp.  264,  337.  f  lb.  p.  6  ;  ib.  p.  306. 

*  It  wni  be  Been  by  reference  to  the  second  Yolume  of  the  present  Bisbop  of  Sodok 
AND  Man*8  Church  History  (p.  227),  that  the  Bishops,  in  reply  to  a  Petition  presented 
by  the  Presbyterians  to  Charles  the  Second  in  1660,  admitted  '*  that  custom  allowed 
toe  OM  of  extempore  prayer  b^ore  Serman,^^ — £o. 
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commissioD.^*  I  notice  the  question,  however,  for  the  purpose  of 
remarking,  that,  at  the  time  of  this  the  last  effective  revision  of  our 
Liturgy,  the  singing  of  Psalms  in  metre  was  limited  to  *'*'  the 
Version  set  forth  and  allowed  to  be  sung  in  churches;^  and  that  the 
Nonconformists  could  not  venture  on  the  use  of  what  they  esteemed 
"  a  purer  Version,^  "  without  leave."  ^ 

66.  The  Dress  of  the  Clergy  during  their  ministrations  was 
another  point  in  controversy  between  the  Nonconformists  and  the 
Episcopal  Divines.  By  the  former  it  was  specified  as  one  of 
^^  divers  ceremonies,  which  from  the  first  Reformation  had  by 
sundry  learned  and  pious  men  been  judged  unwarrantable,  that 
public  worship  may  not  be  celebrated  by  any  Minister  that  dares 
not  wear  a  Surplice.^-f*  By  the  latter  it  was  answered,  "  There 
hath  been  so  much  said,  not  onl^  of  the  lawfulness,  but  also  of  the 
conveniences  of  those  ceremonies  mentioned,  that  nothing  can  be 
added.  This,  in  brief,  may  here  suffice  for  the  Surplice,  that  reason 
and  experience  teaches,  that  decent  ornaments  and  habits  preserve 
reverence  and  awe ;  held,  therefore,  necessary  to  the  solemnity  of 
roval  acts,  and  acts  of  justice;  and  why  not  as  well  to  the  solenmity  of 
religious  worship !  And  in  particular  no  habit  more  suitable  than 
white  linen,  which  resembles  purity  and  beauty,  wherein  angels 
have  appeared,  Bev.  xv. ;  fit  for  those  whom  the  Scripture  ^Is 
Angels ;  and  this  habit  was  ancient,  according  to  St.Ghrysostom.'"^ 

67.  And  this  might  suffice  for  our  purpose  in  a  general  view. 
But  I  have  noticed  this  topic  the  rather,  as  affording  opportunities 
for  remarking,  first,  that  in  our  public  ministrations  at  all  times 
and  in  all  places,  not  only  in  our  consecrated  churches,  but  in  any 
licensed  temporary  place  of  worship,  the  Surplice  ought  to  be 
worn,  as  the  dress  of  his  profession  and  office,  oy  the  ministering 
Clergyman ;  and,  secondly,  for  the  purpose  of  stating  to  you,  my 
reverend  brethren,  collectively,  a  case  which  has  been  submitted 
to  me  by  more  than  one  of  the  Clergy  of  this  Diocese,  and  the 
opinion  which  I  have  formed  thereupon. 

68.  The  case  is  the  difficulty  experienced  in  resuming  the  Service 
after  the  Sermon,  by  reason  of  the  requisite  change  of  the  dresses, 
appropriated  in  practice  respectively  to  the  Pulpit  and  the  Com- 
munion table.  My  solution  of  the  difficulty  is  comprised  in  the 
following  suggestions : — First,  what  is  the  obligation  on  a  Clergy- 
man to  use  a  dress  in  the  pulpit  different  from  that  which  he  wears 
during  his  other  ministrations  t  Secondly,  does  not  the  order  for 
his  dress,  during  his  ministrations  in  general,  include  his  mini- 
stration in  the  pulpit  i  and  thus  would  not  the  Surplice  be  properly 

*  Grand  Debate,  p.  80  ;  Cardweli,  p.  342.  f  lb.  p.  8  ;  lb.  p.  310. 

:;  lb.  p.  108  ;  lb.  p.  350. 

<  But  now  there  is  scarcely  a  Bishop  on  the  bench  who  has  not  had  a  '*  Selection 
of  Psalms  and  Hymns  for  Public  Worship  dedicated**  to  him  **  by  peniii»op.**«.ED. 
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worn  at  any  lime  for  the  Sermon  by  the  Parochial  Clergy,  as  it  is 
by  those  in  Cathedral  Churches  and  College  Chapels!  Bnt, 
thirdly,  at  all  events,  where  the  circumstances  of  the  case  make 
that  dress  desirable,  does  there  appear  any  impropriety  in  its  use  i 

69.  If,  indeed,  it  were  at  all  times  worn  by  the  Preacher,  it 
might  tend  to  correct  an  impropriety,  not  to  say  an  indecency, 
which  is  too  apt  to  prevail  in  our  churches,  by  reason  of  the  change 
which  takes  place  before  the  Sermon  :  when  the  Preacher,  attended, 
perhaps,  by  the  other  Clergy,  if  others  be  present,  quits  the  Church 
for  the  Vestry  Room,  after  the  Nicene  Creed ;  thus  leaves  his 
congregation  to  carry  on  a  part  of  the  Service,  admitting  Psalmody 
to  be  such,  without  their  Minister  ;3  an  absolute  anomaly,  as  I 
apprehend  it,  in  Christian  worship,  that  the  people  should  act 
without  their  Minister;  deprives  them  of  his  superintendence 
during  that  exercise,  and  of  his  example  in  setting  before  them  the 
becoming  posture  and  a  solemn  deportment  in  celebrating  God^s 
praises ;  and  at  length,  after  an  absence  of  several  minutes,  during 
which  he  has  been  employing  himself  in  any  way  but  that  of 
common  worship  with  his  people  in  God^s  House,  returns  at  the 
close  of  the  Psalm  to  the  congregation,  and  ascends  the  pulpit  in 
the  character  of  the  Preacher. 

70.  Now  all  this  is,  in  my  judgment,  open  to  much  animadver- 
sion. And  the  best  mode  of  correcting  it  appears  to  be,  for  the 
Minister  to  proceed,  immediately  after  the  Nicene  Greed,  to  the 
pulpit,  attired  as  he  is — ^for  the  Church  certainly  gives  no  order  or 
sanction  for  the  change  of  his  attire — and  so  be  prepared  to  take 
part  with  his  people  in  the  Singing,  if  Singing  be  at  that  time  de- 
fiirable,  or,  if  not,  to  proceed  at  once  with  his  Sermon. 

71 .  But,  however  this  may  be,  it  is  evident  and  incontrovertible, 
that  much  awkwardness  and  inconvenience  must  be  the  result  of 
detaining  a  congregation  after  the  Sermon,  whilst  the  Minister 
leaves  the  Church,  and  retires  to  a  perhaps  distant  vestry-room,  in 
order  that  he  may  again  attire  himself  in  the  dress  fitted  for  prayer: 
for  that  he  should  proceed  to  the  succeeding  prayers  in  any  other 
attire  than  the  Surplice,  is  palpably  opposed  to  the  directions  of 
the  Church. 

72.  The  sole  mode  of  obviating  this  difficulty  appears  to  be  for 
the  Minister,  in  such  cases  at  least,  to  preach  in  his  Surplice.^ 

73.  It  will  be  observed,  that  I  assume  the  resumption  and  con- 


>  '*  Sindn^  of  Psalms  in  Metre  is  no  part  of  the  Liturgy.**  See  the  quotation  in 
Par.  S5  of  his  Lordship^s  Charge,  p.  689,  supra, — Eo. 

^  See  a  ve^  able  article  on  the  Rubriot  and  Riiual  of  the  Church  of  England,  in  the 
QuARTSRLY  Ksvisw  for  May,  1843 ;  in  which,  as  I  humbly  conceive,  the  "  use  of  the 
Surplice  in  the  pulpit  (except  in  Colleges  and  Cathedrals)  is**  shewn  to  he  *'  wholly 
unsanctioned,  and  .  .  .  forbidden  by  ecclesiastical  authority,  .  .  .  an  innovation  on  the 
practice  of  the  Church,  and  contrary  to  the  true  reason  and  distinction  on  which  the 
varieties  of  clerical  dress  were  instituted.**  p.  264.  See  also  a  valuable  work  entitled, 
**  How  shall  we  Omfarm  to  the  Liturgy  of  the  Church  of  England?'^  By  the  Rsv.  J.  C. 
BoBBRTsoN,  M. A., second  edition,  enlarged;  and  **A/hv  Thoughts  on  Church  Sul^jccts,^^ 
By  the  Rsv.  Edward  Scobill,  M.A Ed. 
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tiDuance  of  the  CommuDion  Service  after  the  Sermon.  I  do  so  for 
this  reason,  that,  however  common  may  be  in  practice  a  deviation 
from  the  rule,  the  rule  itself  is  plain,  unequivocal,  and  imperative, 
as  we  find  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the  Rubric  after  the  Com- 
munion, that  ^*  upon  the  Sundays  and  other  Holy-davs  (if  there  be 
no  Communion)  shall  be  said  all  that  is  appointed  at  the  Com- 
munion, until  the  end  of  the  general  prayer  *  For  the  whole  state 
of  Christy's  Church  militant  here  in  earth,"  together  with  one  or  more 
of  these  Collects  last  before  rehearsed,  concluding  with  the 
blessing.^  This  also,  be  it  observed,  is  the  proper,  the  only  proper, 
because  it  is  the  prescribed  time,  for  saying  the  Sentences  at  the 
Offertory,  and  collecting  the  Alms  of  the  congregation.  It  is  only, 
indeed,  by  making  the  collection  in  connexion  with  the  continuance 
of  the  service  after  the  Sermon,  that  a  religious  character  is  given 
to  the  collection.  And  this  is  no  mean  consideration.  But  the 
consideration  which  my  general  argument  induces  me  to  impress 
npon  you  is,  that  the  Church  directs  ''  the  alms  for  the  poor  and 
other  devotions  of  the  people  to  be  received""  after  the  Sermon,  and 
whilst  the  Offiertory  ^^  Sentences  are  in  reading,""  and  so  '^  to  be  re- 
verently brought  to  the  Priest,  and  to  be  humbly  presented  by  him 
and  placed  upon  the  Holy  Table,""  and  by  him  commended  to  Grod"s 
most  merciful  acceptance,  in  conjunction  with  the  prayers  which 
the  Church,  as  hath  been  already  noticed,  thereupon  orders  to  be 
offered  unto  the  Divine  Majesty. 

74.  With  the  hope  of  satisfying  the  minds  of  some  of  you,  my 
Reverend  Brethren,  whom  I  know  to  take  an  interest  on  this  topic, 
and  who,  on  any  occasion  of  '* diversity  or  doubt""  relating  to  your 
use  and  practice  of  the  directions  of  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer, 
are  entitled  to  your  Diocesan's  sentiments,  I  may  have  dwelt  on  the 
foregoing  question  somewhat  longer  than  was  required  by  my  more 
immediate  purpose  of  specifying  puritanical  irregularities. 

78.  Again,  as  to  the  position  of  the  Baptismal  Font,  the  Puritans 
desired  that  ''  it  may  be  so  placed  as  all  the  congregation  may  best 
see  and  hear  the  whole  administration  ;""*  and  this  drew  from  the 
Episcopal  Divines  the  remark,  that  ^^  the  Font  usually  stands  as  it 
did  in  primitive  times,  at  or  near  the  Church  door,  to  signify  that 
Baptism  was  the  entrance  into  the  Church  mystical ;  ^  we  are  all 
Baptized  into  one  Body,"  1  Cor.  xii.  13  ;"i-  a  remark  well  worthy 
of  the  attention  of  modern  improvers,  who  seem  oftentimes  studious 
to  place  the  Font  any  where  but  in  its  proper  significant  position,^ 
if  indeed  they  admit  any  Font  at  all. 

See  also  Pan.  80—82,  in  Chap.  XIV. 
•  Cfrand  Debate,  p.  19 ;  CktrdweO,  p.  324.  f  lb.  p.  131  ;  ib.  p.  S65w 


'^  The  Puritans  seem  to  have  considered  the  edification  of  the  congregation  bj 
"  seeins  and  hearing  the  whole  Administrationy**  a  matter  of  greater  importance  than 
the  **ttgniflauit  podtton**  of  the  Font.    In  the  lame  spirit  it  is  proTided  bj  the 
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83.  In  the  Office  also  of  the  Holy  Communion,  there  were  certain 
ohjections  which  caused  debate  between  the  Ministers  of  the  Church 
and  their  sectarian  opponents.  ^The  Priest,  at  the  commencement 
of  the  service,  and  in  the  other  parts  of  it,  was  directed  to  '^  stand  at 
the  north  side  of  the  Lord^s  Table,"  and  at  certain  periods,  to  '^  turn 
himself  to  the  people.*"  Against  this  the  Puritans  excepted,  ^'  the 
Minister'^s  turning  himself  to  the  people  is  most  convenient  through- 
out the  whole  ministration.^*  But  the  exception  was  met  by  the 
counter-position,  explanatory  of  the  rule :  "  The  Minister  turning 
to  the  people  is  not  most  convenient  throughout  the  whole  minis- 
tration ;  when  he  speaks  to  them,  as  in  Lessons,  Absolution,  and 
Benedictions,  it  is  convenient  that  he  turn  to  them  ;  when  he  speaks 
for  them  to  God,  it  is  fit  that  they  should  all  turn  another  way,^  as 
the  ancient  Church  ever  did.^'-f" 

84.  And  again,  in  the  distribution  of  the  Bread  and  Wine,  where 
the  Rubric  directed,  **  then  shall  the  Minister  first  receive  the  Com- 
munion in  both  kinds,  &c.,  and  after  deliver  it  to  the  people  in 
their  hands,  kneeling ;  and  when  he  detivereth  the  Bread,  he  shall 
say,  the  Body  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  which  was  given  for  thee, 
preserve  thy  body  and  soul  unto  everlasting  life,^*  &;c. ;  to  this  the 
Non-conformists  excepted,  ^^  We  desire  that  at  the  distribution  of 
the  Bread  and  Wine  to  the  communicants  .  .  .  the  Minister  be  not 
required  to  deliver  the  Bread  and  Wine  into  every  particular  com- 
municant's hand,  and  to  repeat  the  words  to  each  one  in  the  singular 
number,  but  that  it  may  suffice  to  speak  them  to  divers  jointly  .'''J 
But  what  was  the  Churchmen's  answer  ?  '^  It  is  most  requisite  that 
the  Minister  deliver  the  Bread  and  Wine  into  every  particular 
communicant's  hand,  and  repeat  the  words  in  the  singular  number;^ 
for  so  much  as  it  is  the  propriety  of  Sacraments  to  make  particular 
obsignation  to  each  believer ;  and  it  is  our  visible  profession,  that 
by  the  grace  of  God,  Christ  tasted  death  for  every  man.'"§     Thus 

*  Cfrwid  Dtbaie^  p.  16  ;  Oardioell,  p.  320.  t  lb.  p.  125  ;  ib.  p.  353. 

t  lb.  p.  17 ;  ib.  p.  321.  §  Ib.  p.  110 ;  ib.  p.  354. 

Eightv-Beoond  Canon,  tbat  ''when  the  Holy  Communion  is  to  be  administered,  .... 
the  Table  shall  be  placed  in  to  good  tori  within  the  Church  or  Chancel,  as  thereby  the 
Minister  may  be  mors  oonvemenilj^  hoard  of  the  eomnuimeanie  m  his  Prayer  and  Ministraiion,*' 
Our  Church  shews  no  superstitious  preference  for  one  s^ot  above  another,  but  is  in- 
fluenced simpiv  by  an  earnest  desire  to  promote  the  spiritual  benefit  of  her  members. 
Her  principle  is  that  of  the  Apostle  ;  "  Let  all  thinra  be  done  to  edifymg,"" — Ed. 

^  Nothing  can  be  more  contrary  to  the  spirit  and  tenor  of  our  Liturgy,  than  the 
notion  that  the  Priest  prays/or  instead  of  with  the  congregation.  I  venture  to  assert, 
without  any  fear  of  contradiction,  that  there  is  but  one  instance  in  which  he  is  directed  to 
do  so  in  the  whole  Book  of  Conunon  Prayer ;  that  instance  occurs  in  the  Marriage  Service, 
where  the  Priest  certainly  d<»es  pray  for  the  man  and  woman,  and  it  is  worthy  of  re- 
mark that,  in  so  doing,  he  is  instructed  by  the  Rubric  to  ''  turn**  not  his  hade,  but  '*  his 
fite  towaHs  them.**  In  the  Baptismal  Services  we  find  such  expressions  as  these, 
**  Dearly  beloved  .  .  I  beseech  you  to  call ;"  **  Let  iw  with  one  accord ;"  "  Ye  have 
heard  how  the  conqreoation  hath  prayed,**  &c.  See  Charge  of  the  Bishop  op  London, 
Pars.  49,  69,  in  Chap.  XXIV.—Ed. 

^  See  note  8,  p.  594.— Ed. 
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the  Paritans  distinctly  put  forward  the  direction  in  the  Rubric, 
as  one  concerning  the  meaning  of  which  there  was  no  room  for 
doubt;  and  thus  the  Churchmen  Emitted  the  direction,  as  one 
the  meaning  of  which  was  unquestionable,  at  the  same  time  affirming 
its  fitness,  stating  the  reasons  of  it,  and  arguing  for  its  propriety. 

85.  At  the  same  time  there  is  a  remarkable  circumstance  belong- 
ing to  this  objection  and  its  consequences.  For,  whereas  the 
Puritans  objected  to  the  Rubric  as  it  then  stood,  the  Episcopal 
Divines  introduced  into  it  indeed  a  small  verbal  alteration,  bat  the 
alteration  was  such  as  to  make,  if  possible,  even  more  stringent  the 
nsage  to  which  the  Puritans  objected.  For  the  former  Rubric, 
before  the  delivery  of  the  Bread,  had  directed,  "  when  he  delivereth 
the  Bread  he  shall  say,"  and  before  the  delivery  of  the  Cop  had 
directed,  ^^  the  Minister  that  delivereth  the  Gup  shall  say,^  without 
specifying  to  whom ;  but  the  altered  Rubric  directed  the  delivery 
of  each  to  every  particular  communicant,^  "  when  he  delivereth  the 
Bread  to  any  one  he  shall  say  ;^^  and  ^'  the  Minister  that  delivereth 
the  Gup  to  any  one  shall  say.^'  Thus  the  objection  of  the  Paritans 
was  more  pointedly  rebutted :  the  sense  of  the  Ghurch  was,  if 
possible,  more  deliberately  and  positively  affirmed  ;  and  the  wilful- 
ness of  any  of  her  sons,  who  might  afterwards  adopt  the  Paritanical 
objection,  and  deviate  from  their  prescribed  line  of  duty  and  con- 
formity, was  declared  to  be  more  exceedingly  wilful.* 

*  With  reference  to  the  observations  In  the  foregoing  Chaige,  on  the  mode  of 
administering  the  Holy  Communion,  proposed  bv  the  Presbyterians,  and  rejected  by 
the  Bishops  and  their  assistants  at  the  Savoy  Conference,  I  would  bee  the  attention  of 
my  Clergy,  and  of  the  reader  generally,  to  a  small  volume,  entitled  "  Communio 
Fidelium,  an  Historical  Inquiry  mto  the  Mode  of  distributing  the  Holy  Commamon^ 
prescribed  by  the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland  ;  by  the  Rev.  John  Clarke 
Crosthwaite,  M.A.,  &c.'^  For  diligence  and  accuracy  of  research,  for  clearness  of 
arrangement,  and  for  its  unanswena>le  strength  of  argument,  Uiis  little  tract  cannot 
be  too  highly  prized  by  those,  who  feel "  a  godly  jealousy"  for  the  true  ministration  of 
the  Churches  ordinances.  Should  another  edition  of  the  Tract  be  called  for,  as  I 
heartily  hope  it  may  be,  I  would  take  the  liberty  of  submitting  to  the  learned  author 
the  convenience  of  adding  an  English  translation  of  the  Latin  quotations,  for  the 
benefit  of  some  readers,  whom  I  ^ppen  to  know  to  have  been  somewhat  baffled  by 
this  omission  in  their  perusal  of  the  Tract,  in  the  argument  of  wliich  they  feel  a  deep 
interest.  I  add,  what  also  I  know  to  be  the  fact,  that  persons  such  as  theee  have  been 
subjected  to  great  distress  of  mind,  and  were  actually  driven  from  the  Lord^s  Table  at 
which  they  were  wont  to  communicate,  and  compelled  to  seek  refuge  elsewhere,  by  the 
unlawful  mode  of  distributing  the  Bread  and  the  Cup,  condemned  in  the  foregoing 
Charge,  as  weU  as  in  the  "  Communio  Fidelium." 


>  The  observance  of  the  letter  of  the  Rubric  in  this  particular  would  amount  almost 
to  a  physical  impossibility  in  the  Churches  of  many  Clergymen,  who  are  accused  by  the 
Tractarians  of  "  ditparaging  the  Sacraments,^'*  At  St.  Mary*B,  Cheltenham,  for  instance, 
the  Services  at  eight,  eleven,  and  three  o^dock  are  rendered  all  but  continuous  by  the 
number  of  communicants,  even  though  several  clergymen  are  engaged  in  the  adminis- 
tration,  and  ''the  words  are  spoken  to  divers  jointly."  It  is  well  known  that  even  the 
Bishops  of  our  Church  do  not  adhere  strictly  to  the  Rubric,  either  on  this  point,  or  in 
the  paiallel  case  of  administering  the  Rite  of  Confirmation.  It  is  certain,  moreover, 
&om  the  testimony  of  Fullbr  in  his  Church  History^  that  in  the  seventeenth  century, 
*'  for  expedition  sake,  at  great  Sacraments,  the  Minister  at  once  delivered  the  wine  to 
two  oommunicants." — Ed. 
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86.  After  tbis  manner,  my  Reverend  Brethren,  several  questions 
relating  to  the  provisions  of  the  Church,  which  had  occupied  the 
minds  and  pen»  of  the  Episcopal  and  Presbyterian  Divines  in  the 
I7th  century,  were  brought  to  a  point  and  decided  at  the  Savoy 
Conference.  Objections  advanced  on  the  foregoing  particulars  were 
answered ;  and  a  decision  was  made  by  the  succeeding  '*  Act  for 
the  uniformity  of  Public  Prayer,"  in  favour  of  the  course  which  the 
Church  had  previously  followed,  and  in  which  it  was  then  de- 
termined for  her  in  future  to  persevere.  This  decision,  my  brethren, 
is  the  rule  of  our  conduct  as  the  Churches  Ministers.  And  if  we 
deviate  from  that  rule,  it  appears  from  the  foregoing  specification, 
that  we  are  so  far  not  only  forfeiting  our  pledge  of  ministerial 
obedience,  but  we  are  ranking  ourselves  with  the  opponents  of  the 
Churches  judgment  and  authority,  however  our  professional  stipula- 
tions, and  our  confidential  position  in  the  ministry  of  the  Church, 
may  mask  to  the  public  eye  the  uncomely  features  of  our  dissent 
and  non-conformity. 

87.  The  foregoing  observations  have  been  offered  to  your  minds, 
my  Reverend  Brethren,  as  suggested  by  a  particular  occurrence  in 
onr  Ecclesiastical  History,  and  as  affecting  us  in  the  regular  dis^ 
charge  of  our  ministerial  commission.  It  was  in  my  mind  to  submit 
two  or  three  other  matters  to  your  consideration :  thus  I  would 
fain  have  prompted  you  to  lament  and  deprecate  with  me  the 
prevalence  of  other  emanations  of  the  same  innovating  and  dis- 
orderly spirit,  indicated  by  the  facts,  that  whilst  there  generally 
exists  an  habitual  omission  not  only  of  the  daily  Morning  and 
Evening  Prayers  of  the  Church,  but  of  her  provisions  for  those 
days  also  which  she  has  appointed  to  be  kept  holy,  particularly  for 
those  which  she  has  dedicated  to  a  commemoration  of  events  in 
ber  Blessed  Saviour^s  life  and  ministry,  an  arbitrary  will-worship 
has  grown  up  in  many  of  our  congregations,  which  the  Church 
directs  not,  nor  approves ;  that  in  many  is  found  a  substitution  of 
voluntary  prayer  meetings,  for  the  regular  Church  Services ;  of 
extemporaneous  unauthorized  effusions,  for  her  solemn  Liturgy: 
that  in  others  a  curtailment  or  modification  of  her  prescript  form 
of  Divine  Worship  has  been  introduced  to  make  way  for  a  longer 
Sermon  ;  that  to  a  great  extent  there  have  been  engrafted  on  her 
devotional  provisions,  not  only  strange  Versions  of  the  Psalms^  but 
Hymns  of  private  composition ;  and  that  in  numerous  instances 
has  been  adopted  the  use  of  unconsecrated  and  unlicensed  dwelling 
houses,  or  the  substitution  of  the  vestry  room  for  the  body  of  the 
church,  as  places  of  public  worship. 

89.  But  I  have  occupied  you,  I  fear,  already  much  too  long.  I 
will  add  only  my  admonition  and  prayer,  that  forbearing  all  rash 
attempts  at  visionary  improvement,  on  the  side  of  either  Romanism 
or  Puritanism,  we  mav  by  Code's  grace  cling  to  the  substantial 
blessings  of  our  actual  Ecclesiastical  provisions ;   and  continue  to 
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testifj  oar  hearty  and  humble  thankfalness  to  Almighty  God  for 
these  his  mercies,  by  an  nndeyiating  attachment  to  the  polity,  the 
Liturgy,  and  the  Doctrine  of  the  Church,  as  shb  is. 

Maltbt,  Bishop  of  Durham. — 1842. 
Charge  to  the  Clergy  qf  HediamMre. 

That  which  is  obyiously  the  first  to  notice,  though  I  would  gladly 
hope  that  no  necessity  exists  for  noticing  it,  as  a  matter  which  has 
in  any  way  been  neglected  on  your  part,  is  a  careful  attention  to 
the  fMLnner  of  officiating  publicly. 

'^  It  is  not  perhaps  enough  considered  (observes  the  late  Arch- 
deacon Balguy,  one  of  the  wisest  and  best  men  who  have  ranked 
among  the  many  wise  and  good  of  our  Church)  how  much  a  be- 
coming celebration  of  the  sacred  offices  contributes  to  make  men 
deliffht  in  them,  and  profit  by  them ;  or,  on  the  contrary,  how 
much  any  degree  of  negligence  in  the  posture.^  or  impropriety  in  the 
accent^  or  indifference  in  the  very  air  of  the  officiating  Minister, 
sinks  the  credit  and  authority  of  his  ministration,  and  deadens  the 
attention  and  devotion  of  his  flock.^ — (Disc.  2,  vol.  ii.,  page  19.) 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  op  Exeteb. — 1842. 

3.  There  is  one  leading  particular  in  their  teaching,  on  which, 
when  I  warmly  commend  it,  I  venture  to  assure  myself  that  I  shall 
have  the  assent  of  most  among  you ;  I  mean  the  stimulus  which 
they  have  given  to  a  life  of  iystematic  piety — to  a  life  which  shall, 
in  some  measure,  realize  the  requisitions  and  copy  the  examples  of 
those  holy  men  who  compiled  our  Liturgy,  and  fenced,  and  illus- 
trated, and  enforced  it  with  the  Rubrics.  That  Liturgy  was 
prepared,  those  Rubrics  were  designed,  not  to  regulate  the  service 
of  one  day  only  in  the  week,  but  of  every  day.  Whose  fault  is  it, 
that  its  use  is  commonly  so  limited  ?  Is  it  the  fault  of  our  people  ? 
At  least,  is  it  solely  theirs !  None  of  us  can  truly  and  honestly  say 
that  it  is,  till  he  has  tried-^seriously,  earnestly,  for  some  consider- 
able time,  tried,  and  tried  in  vain, — to  win  his  flock  to  unite  with 
him  in  that  week-day  sacrifice  of  praise  and  thanksgiving,  for 
which  the  Church  has  so  faithfully  provided,  especially  on  all  those 
*^  Feasts  which  the  Church  hath  appointed  to  be  observed.'" 

4.  On  this  matter,  however,  I  do  not  pretend  to  prescribe  to  you 
any  rule.  It  must  be  left  to  your  own  judgment  and  your  own 
feeling.  But  teach  and  discipline  your  feeling ;  note  well  the  prac- 
tice of  which  you  read  in  the  history  of  some  of  the  best  and  holiest 
men  our  Church  has  ever  produced ;  note,  too,  the  effect  of  the  same 
practice  in  those  of  our  own  day  who  are  known  diligently  to  follow 
it.  Are  they  mere  formalists  ?  Are  they  devoid  of  spiritual  and 
vital  religion !    Above  all,  try  the  practice  fairly,  devoutly,  and  in 
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the  fear  and  lore  of  God :  try  it  yourselves,  and  note  its  eflfect  on 
your  own  sonls.  Mark  whether  a  holy  composure,  a  pious  joy,  an 
increased  ability  to  go  through  your  other  services  (I  will  not  call 
them  labours),  attend  not  the  habitual  use  of  these  much-depre- 
ciated Ordinances. 

5.  In  country  parishes,  it  may  not  be  easy  soon  to  gather  a  con- 
gregation. Yet  often,  even  there,  the  aged,  the  infirm,  and  some 
of  those  whose  station  exempts  them  from  constant  occupation, 
might  be  brought  gladly  to  avail  themselves  of  the  more  frequent 
ministrations  of  their  pastor,  if  he  shew  himself  in  earnest  in  exe- 
cuting his  high  commission,  as  minister  of  Grod^s  Word,  in  confor- 
mity to  the  injunction  of  the  Church. 

6.  In  pressing  this  matter  upon  you,  I  am  not  ignorant  that 
many  good  men  have  thought — some,  perhaps,  of  those  whom  I 
now  address  may  think — that  the  most  valuable  portion  of  public 
worship  is  the  Ordinance  of  Preaching;  and  we  are  sometimes 
told,  in  a  tone  of  seeming  triumph,  that  the  great  work,  for  which 
our  holy  office  was  appointed,  is,  to  "preach  the  Gospel.'* 

7.  From  the  earliest  days  of  the  Reformation  there  have  been 
two  parties  in  our  Church — each  of  them  including  many  sincere 
and  excellent  men — who  are,  and  have  been,  more  strongly  distin- 
guished by  their  feeling,  if  not  their  language,  on  this  particular, 
than  by  almost  any  other  differences  whatever. 

8.  On  which  side  the  voice  of  the  Church  has  spoken,  I  need  not 
say.  But  let  me  ask,  has  not  experience  also  spoken  i  and  is  not 
its  testimony  with  the  Church  ?  What  are  the  results,  the  endur- 
ing  results,  of  the  most  eloquent,  the  most  fervent,  the  most  suc- 
cessful Preaching,  if  it  be  not  kept  in  due  subordination  to  the 
immediate  and  proper  purpose  for  which  the  congregation  is  assem- 
bled in  God's  house — emphatically  called  by  God  himself  "The 
House  of  Prayer,'**^ — ^humbly  to  acknowledge  our  sins  before  God- 
to  render  thanks  to  Him — to  set  forth  His  praise — ^to  hear  His 
holy  Word — to  ask  those  things  which  He  knows  to  be  necessary 
as  well  for  the  body  as  the  soul — above  all,  to  feed  together  spiritu- 
ally on  the  Body  and  Blood  of  our  Blessed  Redeemer ! 

9.  What,  I  again  ask,  are  the  results,  the  enduring  restdis  of  the 
preference  of  Preaching  to  a  service  such  as  this !  Has  not  expe- 
rience shevm  how  little  they  can  be  depended  on ! 

10.  And,  after  all,  what  is  to  preach  the  Gospel?  Is  it  merely 
the  delivery  of  oral  discourses  i  In  proclaiming  the  Gospel  to  the 
heathen,  this  may,  indeed,  be  the  best  or  the  only  way.  But  in 
the  instruction  of  those  who  have  been  already  brought,  by  Gbd^s 


'  See  Note  9,  p.  588,  supra.  The  Ordinance  of  Preaching  has  heen  bo  systematically 
dispazBffed  by  writers  of  the  Tractarian  School,  (thourii  strange  to  say,  regarded  by 
fBome  of  them  as  a  part  qfthe  CommtmUm  Service)  that  I  have  given  below  the  whole 
of  the  Bishop  of  Ossort^s  valuable  remarks  upon  the  subject,  though  bearing  but 
indirectly  on  the  present  controversy.— En. 
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mercy,  into  the  fold  of  Christ,  can  the  same  be  truly  said  !  What 
is  catechising !  What  the  reading  publicly  in  the  congregation  the 
written  Word  of  God  I  What  the  intelligent  and  devout  Use  of 
our  own  admirable  Liturgy !  Can  any  Sermons  bear  comparison, 
even  as  instruments  of  Christian  instruction,  with  the  wisdom,  the 
perspicuity,  the  fulness,  the  wonderfully  proportioned  exhibition  of 
the  whole  Will  of  God,  which  that  blessed  book  presents  ?  Of  all 
its  praises,  this,  its  observance  of  the  just  analogy  of  Faith,  is  per- 
haps the  highest.  In  it,  no  one  portion  of  evangelical  truth  is  un- 
duly exalted  above  the  rest ;  no  favourite  Doctrine  can  be  there 
detected — nothing  sectarian — ^nothing  that  is  not  Catholic,  in  its 
tone,  as  in  its  sense.  Only  teach  your  people  to  know  the  method, 
the  system,  of  the  whole  book,  and  the  purpose,  as  well  as  the 
meaning,  of  every  part.  Teach  them,  in  short,  to  know  the  riches 
of  the  treasure  which  is  there  given  into  their  hands.  Shew  to 
them,  that  it  is  not  merely  a  manual  of  daily  devotion,  but  also  an 
epitome  of  a  Christianas  life :  of  his  life,  said  I ! — ^ay,  and  of  his 
death.  From  the  font  to  the  grave,  it  seeks  to  shed  its  enlighten- 
ing, its  chastening,  its  consoling  influence  on  all  we  do  and  all  we 
suffer.*  Be  it  your  part  to  teach  your  people  to  use  it  as  they 
ought ;  to  pray  its  prayers ;  to  "  pray  with  the  spirit,  and  to  pray 
with  the  understanding  also.^  And  then  be  assured  that  they  will 
listen  even  to  the  preacher,  if  not  with  the  same  barren  wonder  at 
his  fancied  talents,  or  the  same  brief  subjection  of  their  feelings  to 
his  rhetoric,  yet  with  minds  and  hearts  better  fitted  to  receive,  and 
to  retain,  whatever  of  good  they  may  hear  from  him. 

See  also  Pan.   U,  12,   in  Chap.   XXII.;    13-^5,  in  Chap.  IX.;   26-^40. 
in  Chap.  XII. ;  and  162—170,  in  Chap.  XXVI. 

MusGRAVB,  Bishop  of  Hereford. — 1842. 

.  [Restriction  on  the  use  of  Scripture  would  be  likely  soon  to  result 

from  Reserve  in  displaying  any  of  the  treasures  it  contains,  and 

disuse  of  Preaching  would  follow,  though  Preaching,  and  hearing, 

and  reading  the  Scriptures,  are  manifest  means  of  grace,  as  well  as 

public  and  private  Prayer,  and  the  Sacraments  of  the  Church.] 

See  Par.  16,  in  Chap.  XVII. 

Here  let  me  express  my  cordial  thanks  to  those  among  you,  if 

any  such  be  now  present,  who,  in  compliance  with  my  wishes,  or 

*  I  may  be  permitted  to  recommend  a  selection  from  the  works  of  the  great  divines 
of  the  seventeenth  century,  entitled  **  IlluatroHona  of  the  Liturgy  and  Rihioi^  by  ths 
Ret),  Jamee  Brogdeuy'*''^  recently  published,  as  a  most  valuable  addition  to  ererj  par»- 
chial  Clergyman^s,  and  indeed  to  eveiy  Churchman*B  library. 


1  His  Lordship  has,  I  must  be  allowed  to  observe,  omitted  a  most  important 
part  of  the  title  of  Mr.  Brogden's  Work.  The  following  is  the  original:  "/Wf«- 
trations  €f  the  Liturgy  and  Ritual  of  the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland:  being 
Sermons  and  Discourses,  selected  from  the  Works  of  eminent  Divines  who  lived  during 
the  Seventeenth  Century,'''  The  Book  itself  then  affords  no  slight  testimony  to  the 
value  and  importance  attached  by  "  our  best  Divines'*  to  the  Ordinance  of  Preaching  as 
an  instrument  of  Christian  instruction. — Ed. 
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Trom  a  strong  sense  of  duty,  have  been  pleased  to  give  your 
parishioners  a  second  Service  or  a  second  Sermon,  on  the  Sunday. 
The  universal  prevalence  of  this  double  full  Service  is  so  obviously 
desirable,  that  I  shall  feel  bound  to  enforce  it  in  every  instance  of  a 
new  incumbency,  except  where,  from  some  peculiar  difficulties  in 
the  locality,  or  from  the  narrowness  of  the  income,  or  other  un- 
avoidable circumstances,  it  cannot  well  be  enforced. — Charge  1842, 
pp.  15,  16. 

Se  also  Pan.  60—66,  in  Chap  X. ;  67,  68,  in  Chap.  VI.  ;  69_72,  in  Chap.  IX. ; 

80,  81,  in  Chap.  II. 

OoPLESTON,  Bishop  op  Llandaff. — 1842. 

29.  The  more  frequent  performance  of  the  Daily  Service,  and 
especially  of  the  celebration  of  the  Holy  Communion,  the  most 
devout  and  solemn  ministration,  both  outwardly  and  inwardly,  of 
these  sacred  offices,  the  frequent  explanations  to  our  flock  of  their 
true  design  and  meaning — these  are  duties  which,  according  to  the 
circumstances  of  each  parish,  a  conscientious  Minister  will  gladly 
perform,  and  gladly  increase  as  opportunity  shall  be  given,  and  need 
require ;  carefully  remembering  the  Apostolic  rule,  that  in  the 
Church  all  things  are  to  be  done  unto  edifying — that  such  is  the 
design  of  these  very  Services — that  the  most  exact  observance  of 
the  Kubric  has  no  virtue  in  itself,  and  that  it  may  be  practised  by 
those  who  will  never  impart  a  corresponding  sense  to  their  con- 
gregation,— and  may  even  be  indiscreetly  obtruded  and  magnified, 
as  if,  besides  decency  and  solemnity,  it  possessed  a  saving  merit  of 
its  own. 

See  also  Pars.  27,  28.  38,  39,  in  Chap.  VI. 

Blomfield,  Bishop  of  London. — 1842. 

Vide  Pan.  2a.-33,  in  Chap.  XXII. 

34.  I  desire  more  particularly  to  call  your  attention  to  the  duty 
incumbent  upon  you,  of  celebrating  Divine  Service  upon  each  of 
the  days  on  which  we  commemorate  the  leading  events  in  the 
history  of  our  Blessed  Lord — not  only  his  Nativity,  Crucifixion,  and 
Kesurrection,  but  his  Circumcision,  his  Manifestation  to  the  Gen- 
tiles, and  his  glorious  Ascension.  It  is  my  wish  that,  in  obedience 
to  the  Church  s  directions,  you  should  celebrate  Public  Worship  on 
all  the  anniversaries  of  those  events ;  on  every  day  in  Passion 
Week,  upon  the  Mondays  and  Tuesdays  after  Easter-day  and 
Whit-Sunday,  and  upon  Ash- Wednesday.  By  specifying  these 
particular  days  I  do  not  mean  to  insinuate,  that  the  other  Festivals 
and  Fasts  of  our  Church  are  not  also  to  be  duly  kept ;  but  if  any 
distinction  is  made,  those  observances,  which  are  appointed  in 
honour  of  our  Blessed  Lord  Himself,  and  the  solemn  commence- 
ment of  our  great  penitential  Fast^  are  entitled  to  peculiar  respect. 
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The  reason  which  is  commonlj  assigned  for  the  non-observance  of 
some  of  these  holy  days — namely,  that  the  people  will  not  go  to 
church  even  if  we  celebrate  Divine  Service,  I  consider  not  to  be  of 
such  weight  as  to  preponderate  against  the  plain  requirements  of  the 
law.  The  people^s  neglect  in  this  particular,  which  began  in  an 
age  when  the  Church's  discipline  was  sadly  relaxed,  was  perhaps 
suffered  to  grow  into  a  confirmed  and  almost  universal  habit,  by  the 
too  great  easiness  of  the  Clergy  in  giving  way  to  it ;  in  not  pressing 
upon  their  hearers  the  duty  of  frequently  attending  Church,  and 
giving  them  opportunities  of  doing  so.  It  must  needs  take  some 
time  to  overcome  that  habit ;  but  the  Clergy  must  be  the  first  to 
attempt  it,  and  they  are  not  to  be  blamed  for  making  the  attempt. 
Let  them  do  their  part  in  carrying  out  the  Churches  intentions,  and 
then  none  of  the  Laity  will  have  cause  to  complain  of  beine  deprived 
by  their  means  of  any  one  of  the  opportunities  and  privileges  to 
which  all  her  children  are  entitled. 

''  The  life  and  welfare"  (says  Dr.  Thomas  Jackson),  ^^  as  well  of  Church  as 
of  Commonweal,  depend,  next  under  God,  on  the  frequent  and  fervent  Prayer 
of  the  Church ;  and  to  neglect  such  laws  and  canons,  though  made  by  men,  as 
enjoin  us  to  the  frequent  and  decent  performance  of  such  duties,  is  to  traiu^gress 
all  those  branches  oi  Gods  law  which  command  us  to  seek  the  peace  and  wel- 
fare of  the  Church  and  Commonweal,  wherein  the  safety  of  the  Kine  and  State 
under  whom  we  live,  and  (which  is  above  all)  the  advancement  of  God's  glory 
is  concerned." 

35.  With  respect  to  Daily  Service,  the  Rubric  directs,  that  "  the 
Curate  or  Minister  in  every  parish  church  or  chapel,  being  at  home, 
and  not  being  otherwise  reasonably  hindered,  shall  say  morning 
and  evening  Frayer  in  the  parish  church  or  chapel  where  he  minis- 
ters.'*^ Of  the  reasonablness  of  the  hindrance,  which  may  excuse  a 
Clergyman  from  the  daily  celebration  of  Divine  Service,  he  must 
himself  be  the  judge,  subject  always  to  the  authority  of  the  Bishop, 
in  case  he  shall  see  fit  to  interpose  it,  and  to  require  such  celebra- 
tion. In  many  cases  it  may  be  difficult  for  one  clerffyman  to  per- 
form all  the  Services  appointed  by  the  Church ;  and  that  the  fra- 
mers  of  the  Rubric  did  not  intend  to  insist  upon  an  uninterrupted 
daily  performance  of  Divine  Service,  appears,  I  think,  from  the  di- 
rection given  to  the  Curate,  that  when  it  is  performed,  he  shall 
cause  a  bell  to  be  tolled  a  convenient  time  before,  to  give  the  peo- 
ple notice.  But  it  is  quite  clear,  that  any  Clergyman  who  thinks 
fit  to  comply  with  the  Rubric  in  this  respect,  and  has  daily  Prayers 
in  his  church,  is  justified,  and  more  than  justified  in  doing  so. 

*'  As  we  are  not  excused  by,"  says  Dean  Comber,  *'  so  we  ought  not  to  be  di#- 
courased  at,  people's  slowness  in  coming  to  Daily  I^rayers ;  for  their  presence  is 
indeed  a  comfort  to  us,  and  an  advantage  to  themselves :  but  their  araence  does 
not  hinder  the  success,  nor  should  it  obstruct  the  performance  of  our  prayers.'' 
— ^'  Let  our  congr^tion  be  great  or  small,  it  is  our  duty  to  read  these  prayers 
daily." 

36.  In  my  primary  Charge  to  the  Clei^  of  this  Diocese,  in 
speaking  of  Matins,  I  expressed  a  wish  that  the  experiment  should 
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be  tried,  not  on  Wednesdays  or  Fridays  only,  on  which  days  the 
Litany  might  still  be  used  at  eleven  o'^clock,  bat  on  every  day  ex- 
cept Sunday,  agreeably  to  the  practice  of  the  eariy  Church  and  of 
our  own  in  its  better  ages.  In  expressing  that  wish  I  had  in  view 
the  parish  churches  in  towns :  and  where  it  has  been  carried  into 
effect,  I  believe  that  a  considerable  number  of  persons  have  been 
found  to  profit  by  the  opportunities  so  afforded.  I  know  of  no 
reason  why  the  same  practice  should  not  be  resorted  to  in  country 
parishes,  where  the  resident  Clergymen  are  desirous  of  giving  full 
effect  to  the  Church'^s  intentions,  although  the  employments  and 
habits  of  our  rural  population  may  prevent  it,  for  a  time  at  least, 
from  producing  much  effect.  The  truth  is,  Reverend  Brethren,  that 
until  the  Churches  intentions  are  completely  fulfilled,  as  to  her 
Ritual,  we  do  not  know  what  the  Church  really  is,  nor  what  she  is 
capable  of  effecting.  It  is  the  instrument  by  which  she  seeks  to 
realize  and  apply  her  Doctrines ;  and  the  integrity  and  purity  of 
the  one  may,  as  to  their  effect,  be  marred  and  hindered,  in  what 
degree  we  know  not,  by  a  defective  observance  of  the  other. 

87.  I  would  urge  this  consideration  upon  you,  with  an  especial 
reference  to  the  more  frequent  celebration  of  the  Holy  Communion, 
the  most  appropriate  and  distinguishing  act  of  Christian  worship. 
I  am  persuaded  that  much  of  the  backwardness  and  unwillingness 
to  communicate,  which  the  Clergy  have  so  much  cause  to  lament 
in  country  parishes,  has  arisen  from  the  practice  of  having  only 
quarterly  Communions.  The  people  are  brought  to  consider  the 
Lord^s  Supper,  not  only  as  the  most  solemn  office  of  devotion,  but 
as  something  so  mystenous  and  awful,  that  the  Church  can  venture 
to  celebrate  it  only  upon  rare  occasions ;  and  they  are  naturally  led 
to  question  their  own  fitness  to  receive  it.  They  are  reminded  of 
the  duty  only  once  in  three  months ;  and  while  they  are  doubting, 
and  perhaps  all  but  resolved  to  communicate,  the  opportunity 
passes  away,  and  they  think  no  more  of  it  for  another  quarter  of  a 
year.  A  more  frequent  celebration  of  those  holy  Mysteries,  with 
proper  instruction  on  the  part  of  the  Clergy,  would  keep  the 
duty  of  communicating  more  constantly  before  the  eyes  of  the 
people :  the  disobedience  and  neglect,  which  they  practise  once  a 
quarter,  they  will  be  less  likely  to  practise  every  month,  or  every 
week ;  and  I  believe  that  in  few  instances  have  the  Clergy  multi- 
plied the  opportunities  of  parochial  Communion,  without  increasing 
the  number  of  communicants. 

38.  I  am  sorry  to  find  that  the  number  of  parishes  in  this  Dio- 
cese (principally  in  the  country)  in  which  the  holy  Sacrament  is 
administered  only  four  times  in  the  year,  is  much  greater  than  I 
had  imagined.  J  trust  that  when  I  renew  my  inquiries,  if  I  should 
be  spared  to  do  so,  I  shall  not  find  a  single  instance  of  the  kind. 
The  rule  laid  down  in  the  Bubric  and  Canon,  that  every  parishioner 
fihould  communicate  at  least  thrice  in  the  year,  seems  to  have  been 
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mistaken  by  some  of  the  Clergy  for  a  direction  as  to  the  namber  of 
times  at  which  they  are  to  minister  the  Holy  Communion  ;  whereas 
it  is  obvious,  that  if  every  parishioner  is  to  communicate  thrice, 
there  ought  to  be  at  least  six  administrations ;  for  it  is  difficult  for 
a  poor  man  and  his  wife,  having  a  family,  both  to  attend  church  at 
the  same  time.  I  think  that  in  every  parish  there  ought  to  be  a 
monthly  Communion.* 

39.  The  reasoning  of  Bishop  Butler  on  the  frequent  and  decorous 
celebration  of  Divine  Worship  is  so  just  in  a  philosophical  as  well 
as  a  religious  point  of  view,  that  I  cannot  forbear  from  adducing  it, 
even  at  the  risk  of  wearying  your  patience.  The  times  are  so  pe- 
culiar, and  the  subject  engages  at  the  present  moment  so  much  of 
public  attention,  that  I  may  be  excused  if  on  this  occasion  I  exceed 
the  usual  limits  of  a  Charge. 

"  Nor  does  the  want  of  religion,*'  he  observes,  "  in  the  generality  of  the  com- 
mon people,  appear  owing  to  a  speculative  disbelief,  or  denial  of  it,  but  chieflj 
to  thoughtlessness,  and  the  common  temptations  of  life.  Your  chief  business;, 
therefore,  is,  to  endeavour  to  beget  a  practical  sense  of  it  upon  their  hearts,  as 
what  they  acknowledge  their  belief  o1^  and  profess  that  they  ought  to  conform 
themselves  to  it.  And  this  is  to  be  done  by  keeping  up,  as  well  as  we  are  able, 
the  form  and  face  of  religion  with  decency  and  reverence,  and  in  such  a  degree 
as  to  bring  the  thoughts  of  religion  often  into  their  minds ;  and  then  enaea- 
vouring  to  make  this  form  more  and  more  subservient  to  promote  the  reality 
and  power  of  religion.  The  form  of  religion  may  indeed  be  where  there  is 
little  of  the  thing  itself;  but  the  thing  itself  cannot  be  preserved  among  man- 
kind without  the  form.  And  this  form,  frequently  occurring  in  some  instance 
or  other  of  it,  will  be  a  frequent  admonition  to  bad  men  to  repent,  and  to  good 
men  to  grow  better,  and  also  to  be  the  means  of  their  doing  so.  In  Roman 
Catholic  countries,  people  cannot  pass  a  day  without  having  religion  recalled 
to  their  thoughts  by  some  or  other  memorial  of  it,  some  ceremony  or  public 
religious  form  occurring  in  their  way,  besides  their  frequent  holy  days,  the 
short  pravers  they  are  daily  called  to,  and  the  occasional  devotions  enjomed  by 
their  confessors.  By  these  means  their  superstition  sinks  deep  into  the  minds 
of  the  people,  and  their  religion  also  into  the  minds  of  such  among  them  as  are 
serious  and  well  disposed.  Our  Reformers,  considering  that  some  of  these  ob- 
servances were  in  themselves  wrong  and  superstitious,  and  others  of  them 
made  subservient  to  the  purposes  of  superstition,  abolished  them,  reduced  the 
form  of  religion  to  great  simplicity,  and  enjoined  no  more  particular  rites,  nor 
left  any  thing  more  of  what  was  external  in  religion,  than  was  in  a  manner 
necessary  to  preserve  the  sense  of  religion  itself  upon  the  minds  of  the  people. 
But  a  great  part  of  this  is  neglected  by  the  generalitv  amongst  us :  for  instance, 
the  service  of  the  Church,  not  only  upon  common  days,  but  also  upon  Saints' 
days ;  and  several  other  things  might  be  mentioned.  Thus  they  have  no  cos- 
tomaiy  admonition,  nor  public  call  to  recollect  the  thoughts  of  God  and  religion 
from  one  Sunday  to  another.''    And  then,  having  spoken  of  the  care  which 

*  The  King*8  Injunctions  riven  to  the  Archbishops  in  1694,  direct  "That  the 
Bishops  do  use  their  utmost  endeaYour  to  oblige  their  Clergv  to  have  public  Piayera  in 
tbe  Church,  not  only  on  holidayB  and  Litany-days,  but  as  dten  as  maybe,  and  to  cele- 
brate the  Holy  Sacrament  frequently."  Concerning  frequent  Communion  see  George 
HerberCs  Country  Panon,  chap,  xxii.,  and  Bishop  StUlingfieed  EeeL  Cases ^ 'p.  59. 
The  requisition  of  the  21st  Canon  ^oes  no  further  than  that  *'in  every  parish  church 
and  chapel,  the  Holy  Communion  shall  be  ministered  so  often,  and  at  such  times,  as 
every  parishioner  may  communicate  a/  ihe  least  thrice  in  every  year,  whereof  the  feast 
of  Easter  to  be  one.*' 
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oaght  to  be  taken  to  repair  and  adorn  churches,  he  adds^  *^  But  if  these  appen- 
dages of  the  Diyine  Service  ought  to  be  regarded,  doubtless  the  DiTine  Service 
itself  is  to  be  more  regarded ;  and  the  conscientious  attendance  upon  it  ought 
often  to  be  inculcated  upon  the  people,  as  a  plain  precept  of  the  Gospel,  as  the 
means  of  grace,  and  what  has  peculiar  promises  annexed  to  it.  But  extemcd 
acts  of  piety  and  devotion,  and  the  frequent  returns  of  them,  are  moreover  ne- 
cessaiy,  to  keep  up  that  sense  of  religion,  which  the  affairs  of  the  world  will 
otherwise  wear  out  of  men  s  hearts ;  and  the  frequent  return,  whether  of  public 
devotions,  or  of  any  thing  else,  to  introduce  religion  into  men  s  serious  thoughts, 
will  have  an  influence  upon  them,  in  proportion  as  they  are  susceptible  of  re- 
ligion, and  not  given  over  to  a  reprobate  mind.  For  this  reason,  bondes  others, 
the  Service  of  tne  Church  ought  to  be  celebrated  as  often  as  you  have  a  con- 
gregation to  attend  it."* 

40.  I  have  cited  these  passages  at  length,  as  expressing  the  sen- 
timents of  a  profound  thinker  and  a  wise  man ;  not  as  deeming 
it  necessary  to  offer  any  arguments  in  justification  of  those  Clergy- 
men,  who  are  desirous  of  obeying  all  the  directions  of  the  Rubric, 
and  of  exhibiting  to  the  people  what  is  really  the  established, 
though  long  neglected  order  of  the  Church, 


58.  With  respect  to  the  Habits  proper  to  be  worn  by  the 
Clergy,  when  ministering  in  Divine  Service,  no  question  is  made,  as 
far  as  the  Prayers  are  concerned ;  but  it  is  doubted,  whether  a 
Clergyman,  when  preaching,  should  wear  a  Surplice  or  a  Gown. 
I  apprehend,  that  for  some  time  after  the  Reformation,  when 
Sermons  were  preached  only  in  the  morning  as  part  of  the  Com- 
munion Service,  the  Preacher  always  wore  a  Surplice,"|" — ^a  custom 
which  has  been  retained  in  Cathedral  Churches,  and  College 
Chapels.  The  Injunction  at  the  end  of  King  Edward's  first  Ser- 
vice-book requires  the  Surplice  to  be  used  in  all  churches  and 
chapels  in  the  saying  or  singing  of  matins  and  evensong,  baptizing 
and  burying.  And  the  present  Rubric  enacts,  that  all  the 
ornaments  of  Ministers,  at  all  times  of  their  ministration,  be  the 
same  as  they  were  by  authority  of  Parliament  in  the  second  year 
of  King  Edward  VI.  The  Gown  was  probably  first  worn  in  the 
pulpit  by  the  Licensed  Preachers,^  and  by  the  Lecturers,  who 
preached  when  no  part  of  the  Communion  Service  was  read.  In  the 
King's  Injunctions  of  1633,  to  the  Archbishop,  a  direction  is  given 
that  ^'  where  a  lecture  is  set  up  in  a  market-town,  it  may  be  read 

*  Chargt  to  the  Clergy  qf  Durham^  1751.  Republished  by  Bishop  Halifax  in  1786» 
p.  17. 

f  Or  poasibly  an  albe^  or  close-sleeyed  surplice. 

t  It  was  proposed  in  the  Lower  House  of  Convocation  in  1562,  *'  that  the  use  of 
copes  and  surplices  might  be  taken  away,  so  that  all  Ministers  in  their  ministry  use  a 
grave,  comely,  and  side-garment,  as  commonly  they  do  in  preaching  ;**  i. «.,  I  conceive, 
when  Sermons  were  preached  without  the  reading  of  the  Common  Prayer.— ^/fypo*« 
Ann.f  I.  L  p.  ^i« 
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by  a  company  of  grave  and  orthodox  Divines,  and  that  they  ever 
preach  in  such  seemly  habits  as  belong  to  their  degrees,  and  not  in 
cloaks/^  When  there  is  only  one  officiating  Clergyman,  and  the 
Prayer  for  the  Church  Militant  is  read,  which  must  be  read  in  a 
Surplice,  it  seems  better  that  he  should  preach  in  the  Surplice,  than 
quit  the  Church  after  the  Sermon,  for  the  purpose  of  changing'  his 
habit.  It  would  perhaps  be  most  consonant  with  the  intention  of 
the  Church,  if  the  Preacher  wore  a  Surplice  when  preaching  after 
the  Morning  Service,  and  a  Ct)wn  when  the  Sermon  is  in  the 
evening.^  Upon  the  whole,  I  am  hardly  prepared  to  give  any 
positive  direction  on  this  point  for  this  particular  Diocese,  although 
it  is  certainly  desirable  that  uniformity  of  practice  should  prevail 
in  the  Church  at  large. 

59.  A  more  important  point  than  that  of  the  dress  of  the  offi- 
ciating Clergyman,  is  the  manner  in  which  he  reads  the  Common 
Prayer.  No  person  objects  more  strongly  than  I  do  to  a  declama- 
tory, or  dramatic  mode  of  reading ;  but  I  do  not  understand  why 
those  Clergymen,  who  seek  to  avoid  that  fault,  should  pass  to  the 
opposite  extreme  of  rapid  and  monotonous  recitation,  which  they 
describe  as  reading  piano  cantu.  I  am  aware,  that  in  the  old 
Rubric  even  the  Lessons  were  directed  to  be  sung  in  plain  tune,  as 
also  the  Epistle  and  Gospel.  But  this  was  wisely  altered.  There 
are  certain  parts  of  the  Service  which  the  Rubric  still  directs  to 
be  said  or  sung ;  with  reference  probably  to  "  choirs,  and  places 
where  they  sing,^^  as  the  Rubric  expresses  it,  and  to  parish  churches 
and  chapels,  where  the  prayers  are  said,  and  not  sunff.  But 
whether  said  or  sung,  it  should  be  devoutly,  audibly,  and  distinctly. 
The  14th  Canon  directs  that  the  Common  Prayer  "be  said  or  sung 
distinctly  and  reverently.""  Queen  Elizabeth"'s  Injunction  of  1559 
was,  "that  all  Readers  of  Public  Prayers  be  charged  to  read 
leisurely,  plainly,  and  distinctly."*^  The  writer  of  the  Homily  on 
Common  Prayer  cites  a  constitution  of  Justinian  to  the  same  effect: 
the  rule  laid  down  in  the  Reformatio  Legum  is^  "  Partite  «ocm  et 
distincte  pronuntient^  et  cantus  sit  illorum  clarus  et  aptus,  ui  ad 
auditorum  semum  et  intelligentiam  peroeniantr  The  reason,  why 
so  great  a  stress  was  laid  on  the  distinct  reading  of  the  Church 
Service,  independently  of  its  obvious  necessity,  was  the  general 
prevalence  of  an  opposite  practice  amongst  the  Popish  Clergy, 
many  of  whom,  after  they  had  conformed  to  the  Liturgy,  read  it 
as  they  had  been  accustomed  to  read  the  prayers  in  their 
Breviary.* 

60.  It  is  much  to  be  regretted,  that  any  of  the  Clergy  of  our 
Reformed  Church,  which  justly  glories  in  a  form  of  public  Prayer, 

*  The  Clergy  who  read  in  this  hurried  and  indistinct  manner  were  called,  in  derision^ 
^  Mumble-Matins.'* 

*  See  note  4,  p.  691,  fuj^ro.— Ed. 
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BO  framed  that  the  people  may  both  understand  it  and  bear  a  part 
in  it,  should  think  it  necessary,  or  profitable,  or  conHistent  with  the 
Ghnrch^s  intentions,  to  read  it  in  a  hurried  and  indistinct  manner. 
"  It  is  an  absurdity  and  an  iniquity,^  says  Bishop  Gibson,  '^  which 
we  justly  charge  upon  the  Church  of  Rome,  that  her  public  service 
is  in  a  tongue  unknown  to  the  people  ;  but  though  our  Service  is  in 
a  known  tongue,  it  must  be  owned,  that  as  reading  it  without 
being  heard  makes  it  to  all  intents  and  purposes  an  unknown 
tongue,  so  confused  and  indistinct  reading,  with  every  degree 
thereof,  is  a  gradual  approach  to  it.*" 

See  also  Par.  57,  in  Chap.  XX. 

75.  There  are  still  a  few  points  connected  with  the  orderly  per- 
formance of  Divine  Service,  which,  as  I  am  frequently  consulted 
upon  them  by  the  Clergy,  I  will  briefly  notice  before  I  conclude. 

I  think  that  it  is  not  correct  to  commence  Divine  Service  with  a 
Psalm  or  Hymn.® 

The  Psalms  and  Services  had  better  be  said  than  sung,  where 
the  congregation  are  not  sufficiently  versed  in  the  knowledge  of 
music  to  take  part  in  them. 

Where  a  SaintVday  falls  upon  a  Sunday,  the  Collect  for  the 
SabtVday,  as  well  as  that  for  the  Sunday,  should  be  read,  and 
the  Epistle  and  Gospel  for  the  Saint's-day,  bat  the  Lessons  for  the 
Sunday. 

The  Minister  should  himself  give  out  the  Psalms  to  be  sung,  and 
all  notices  that  may  be  lawAilly  published  in  church. 

The  Prayers  for  the  Ember  Weeks  should  always  be  used  as 
appointed. 

The  Responses  in  the  Communion  Service  should  be  said,  rather 
than  sang,  where  there  is  not  Cathedral  Service. 

After  the  Nicene  Creed,  the  Minister  should,  in  all  cases,  declare 
what  Holy  Days  or  Fasting  Days  are,  in  the  week  following,  to  be 
obflerved. 

Baptism  is  never  to  be  administered  in  private  houses,  except  in 
cases  of  urgent  necessity ;  and  all  such  Baptisms  should  be  duly 
registered  within  the  time  prescribed  by  law.  This  I  request  you 
to  take  as  my  authoritative  direction,  as  well  us  what  follows : 

That  you  will  not  permit  any  Clergyman  to  officiate  as  your 
temporary  substitute,  or  assistant,  not  being  a  personal  friend  or 
acquaintance  of  your  own,  who  shall  not  have  first  exhibited  to 
me  his  letters  of  orders  and  testimonials;  and  that  no  Clergy- 


'  The  following  extract  from  Queen  Elizabeth'b  Injnnctions  to  the  Clergy,  a.d.  1660, 
IB  taken  from  Sparrow's  CoUeotUm  o/ArtieleM  and  Canont,  p.  80^  4to  edition  of  1684. 

^  For  the  comforting  of  such  as  delight  in  music,  it  ma^  be  permitted,  that  in  the 
heginning  or  in  the  end  of  Common  Praver,  either  at  Mommg  or  Evening,  there  may- 
be sung  a  Hymn,  or  such  like  song,  to  the  praise  of  Almighty  Gk>d,  in  the  best  melody 
and  music  that  may  be  conveniently  devised,  having  respect  thttt  the  sense  of  the 
Hynm  may  be  imderstood  and  perceived.'* — Ed. 
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maD,  Berriog  only  one  church,  omit  either  Morning  or  Evening 
Service  on  Sundays. 

Mountain,  Bishop  of  Montrsal. — 1842. 
Vide  Pus.  1^13,  in  Ch&p.  X. 

C'Bbien,  Bishop  op  Ossort,  Ferns,  and  Leighun. — 1842. 

1.  The  Editors  of  Mr.  Froude's  B>emain8  haye  thought  fit  to  pre- 
serve a  conversational  sneer  of  his  at  ^'  young  parsons^'  *'  who  have 
got  into  the  way  of  performing  the  service  impressively;^*  and  another, 
couched  in  the  felicitous  phrase,  for  its  purpose,  of  ^*  preachinff  the 
prayers.'^'f  Both,  I  believe,  like  many  others  which  they  have 
thought  worthy  of  publication,  have  done  more  to  introduce  evil 
than  to  correct  it.  Pithy  sayings,  which  sound  acute  or  refined, 
will  always  have  irresistible  attractions  for  numbers,  including  not 
a  few  who  are  not  very  capable  of  making  a  discreet  use  of  them. 
And  they  ofier  so  compendious  a  mode  of  settling  what  it  would  be 
troublesome  to  settle  regularly,  that  when  they  obtain  currency, 
they  are  sure  to  be  mercilessly  used.  And  I  believe  that  these 
phrases,  so  far  as  they  have  had  any  efiect,  have  done  something 
to  introduce  a  dry  and  cold,  which  with  many  must  degenerate 
into  a  negligent  and  irreverent,  tone,  in  reading  the  Services  of  the 
Church.  It  is  very  plain,  however,  that  it  is  only  under  a  great 
mistake  of  what  might  be  a  true  sense  and  proper  application  of 
such  phrases,  that  they  are  allowed  to  produce  such  an  efiect.  A 
deliberate  attempt  to  produce  an  impression  upon  a  congregation, 
by  the  tone  and  manner  in  which  a  Minister  addresses  prayers  to 
God,  is  very  leniently  treated,  when  it  is  condemned  as  bad  taste. 
It  is  doubtless  vile  taste,  but  it  is  something  very  much  worse  too. 
But  to  assume  a  tone  and  manner  unsuited  to  the  sentiments  to 
which  we  are  giving  utterance,  in  order  to  escape  such  censure,  and 
avoid  giving  such  ofience,  is,  to  say  the  very  least,  just  as  bad  in 
point  of  taste  and  feeling.  We  may  justly  be  ofiended — we  cannot 
but  be  much  ofi*ended — when  we  see,  or  imagine,  that  a  man  is 
aiming  at  being  impressive,  in  such  a  case — but  to  be  offended  with 
his  being  impressive,  would  be  to  be  ofiended  with  him  for  feeling 
as  he  ought,  what  he  is  addressing  to  God,  and  for  allowing  his 
feelings  to  appear,  without  putting  any  artificial  restraints  upon 
them.  For  any  man  who  does  this  in  reading  our  Services,  (un- 
less he  labour  under  some  special  physical  disqualifications)  must 
be  impressive ; — not  in  the  way  of  striking  a  congregation  as  im- 
pressive, but  of  imparting  to  them  the  feelings  by  which  he  himself 
is  moved.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  you  will  not  be  driven  by  any 
such  scofi*s,  into  that  hardness  and  deadness,  which  are  now  some- 
times assumed,  and  which  contrast  so  painfully  with  the  earnest- 

*  Vol.  i.  p.  436.     He  is  reported  to  have  added :  '<  1  do  not  rappoee  the  Catholic 
aerviee  eoald  be  performed  impressively." 
t  Ibid.  p.  436. 
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ness,  and  solemnitj,  and  cordiality,  of  the  tone  of  our  public  Prayers; 
and  which,  moreover,  are  so  calculated  to  damp  the  spirit  of  de- 
votion in  those  whose  petitions  you  are  offering. 

2.  Those  who  think  that  in  such  Services  the  Minister  is  per- 
forming an  office  for  the  people,  rather  than  mth  them,  may  very 
consistently  disregard  such  an  effect.^  And  indeed  those  who  appear 
to  look  back  with  some  measure  of  regret  at  the  change  made  at 
the  Reformation  from  the  Latin  Services,  may  hail  it  as  a  step 
taken  towards  the  recovery  of  what  we  have  lost,  when  the  prayers 
are  delivered  so  as  iMt  to  be  heard  and  understood  by  the  people. 
But  he  who  cordially  enters  into  the  character  of  our  Service,  as 
one  in  which  Minister  and  people  are  to  join  together  in  worship, 
will  be  under  no  temptation  by  posture,  tone,  or  manner,  to  offer 
any  impediment  in  the  way  of  his  people's  addressing  God  with 
him,  as  they  were  intended  to  do ;  praying  with  the  Spirit^  and 
praying  with  the  understanding  also, 

12.  And  this  brings  me  to  the  last  point  which  I  think  it  neces- 
sary to  notice  in  the  duties  of  your  important  office — I  mean  your 
public  Preaching.  Though  I  have  come  to  it  last,  in  many  im- 
portant respects  I  cannot  hesitate  to  assign  to  it  the  highest  place 
among  the  duties  of  a  Minister.  It  is,  no  doubt,  best  discharged 
in  conjunction  with  those  parts  of  the  pastoral  office  of  which  I 
have  been  speaking.^  Indeed,  perhaps  it  can  never  be  discharged 
effectively  except  in  such  combination.  While,  on  the  other  hand, 
it  will  be  collected  from  what  I  have  been  saying,  that  I  regard  the 
other  branches  of  the  pastoral  office  as  performing  one  of  their  most 
important  functions,  when  they  are  thus  making  preparation  for, 
and  seconding,  the  public  addresses  of  the  Minister.  But  without 
entering  too  far  into  the  subject,  I  may  remind  you  that  there  is 
this  to  distinguish  your  labours  in  the  pulpit  from  all  others — that 
they  are  exclusively  your  own.  In  other  parts  of  your  work  you 
may,  and  if  your  sphere  be  an  extended  one,  you  must  owe  much 
to  the  aid  of  others.  In  relieving  the  sick  and  indigent,  you  will 
have  to  resort,  not  merely  to  the  contributions  of  your  flock,  but  to 
the  personal  agency  of  the  active  and  benevolent,  in  distributing  the 
funds  which  have  been  thus  provided  for  you.  And  not  merely  in 
such  kindly  offices  to  those  committed  to  your  care,  but  even  in 
instructing  them,  you  may  owe  much  to  the  like  assistance.  And 
such  an  employment  of  qualified  auxiliaries,  if  kept  under  proper 
direction  by  a  Minister,  may  be  eminently  useful, — useful  to  the 
teachers,  as  well  as  to  the  taught.  Many  a  Minister  sees  a  crowded 
Sunday  School  break  up,  with  the  happy  feeling,  that  the  duty  of 
training  the  young  committed  to  his  care,  in  the  nurture  and  admo- 
nition of  the  Lord^  has  not  been  neglected,  who  would  be  obliged  to 

^  See  note  6,  p.  593,  ntprti. — Ed. 

*  Parochial  Yiaiting,  Catediising,  Parish  and  Sunday  School  Instmction. — Ed. 
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look  with  yerj  different  thoughts,  upon  this  interestinff-  and  ina- 

Eortant  portion  of  his  flock,  if  they  had  been  left  entirely  to  what 
e  could  do,  unaided,  for  them.  And  so  by  the  aid  of  others,  a  man 
may  be  filling  effectively  a  sphere  of  action  in  which  he  would  be 
toiling  without  hope,  if  he  were  deprived  of  such  assistance.  But 
in  the  pulpit  you  must  stand  alone.  The  members  of  your  congre- 
gation, who  may  do  much  with  you  and  for  you  elsewhere,  can 
neither  represent  nor  assist  you  there.  When  you  enter  the  pnlpit, 
you  leave  all  such  auxiliaries  behind  you.  And  if  you  descend  from 
it  with  the  feeling  that  your  people  have  been  imperfectly  tanght, 
rebuked,  or  exhorted  by  you,  you  cannot  have  the  consolation, 
which  in  other  cases  you  may  in  some  degree  enjoy,  that  your  de- 
ficiencies have  been  supplied  by  others. 

19.  If  the  deficiencies  of  which  you  are  conscious  arise  from  a 
want  of  natural  powers,  our  Lord  is  not  the  austere  Master  that 
wicked  and  slothful  servants  sometimes  represent  Him  to  them- 
selves. He  does  not  reap  where  He  has  not  sown,  nor  gather  where 
He  has  not  strawed :  and  you  may  be  at  peace  as  regards  Him,  and 
the  account  which  you  are  to  render  to  Him.  Even  for  his  flock, 
when  such  is  the  cause  of  his  deficiencies,  the  Preacher  may  hope, 
that  He  who  has  used  the  foolish  things  of  this  worlds  to  confound  the 
mse ;  and  weak  things  of  the  worla^  to  confound  the  mighty^  will 
employ  his  feeble  ministry  to  baffle  Satan'*s  craft,  and  to  pull  down 
his  strongholds.  But  if  the  deficiencies  of  his  Sermon  have  arisen 
from  this — ^that  the  time  and  thought  which  it  required,  have  not 
been  spent  upon  it,  the  case  is  far  different.  Even  when  he  knows 
that  the  time  which  he  has  taken  from  preparation  for  the  pulpit, 
has  been  spent  in  parochial  labours, — and  I  desire  to  consider  no 
other  cause  of  want  of  due  preparation, — I  think  he  must  feel  that, 
without  comparing  the  duties  in  any  other  point  of  view,  he  has 
been  sacrificing  the  one  in  which  his  failure  affects  the  greatest 
numbers,  and  m  which  it  is  least  capable  of  being  remedied  or 
supplied. 

14.  And  though  I  do  not  mean  to  pursue  the  comparison  at  any 
length,  I  cannot  avoid  saying,  further,  that  I  think  that  it  is  in  the 
pulpit,  that  a  Minister  appears  most  distinctly  and  impressively  in 
his  office  as  God's  ambassador.  He  ought  never  to  lose  sight  of  this 
office,  even  in  his  teaching  from  house  to  house.  Everywhere,  and 
under  all  circumstances,  he  ought  to  be  ready,  in  this  character,  to 
take  advantage  of  all  opportunities  which  may  offer  themselves  to 
him,  of  beseecning  men  to  be  reconciled  to  God.  But  I  need  not  say 
that  there  are  many  and  serious  impediments  to  the  exercise  of  the 
duty  elsewhere :  and  that  the  toord  of  BeconciUation  committed  to 
him,  would  find  in  private,  not  merely  many  a  heedless,  but  many 
an  impatient  hearer.  But  there  is  none  of  the  same  kind  of  im- 
patience, when  it  is  delivered  from  the  pulpit.  Men  feel  that  they 
are  assembled  to  hear  it.  And,  to  say  nothing  of  what  it  owes, 
when  so  delivered,  to  earnestness,  and  solemnity,  and  fervour,  and 
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other  accessories,  which  natnrallj  belong  to  a  public  address,  bnt 
which  are  not  easily  connected  with  the  more  familtar  style  of 
private  teaching,  it  falls  from  the  pulpit  upon  ears  which  are  in 
some  measure  prepared  to  hear  it, — which  at  least  are  not  closed 
against  it  by  the  feeling  that  it  is  out  of  place.  And  if  it  be  true 
that  it  is  in  the  pulpit  that  a  Preacher  of  the  Word  best  and  most 
effectirely  discharges  this  moBt  important  part  of  his  office,  it  must 
he  felt  that  it  offers  even  more  obvious  advantages  for  the  exercise 
of  other  parts ;  that  it  is  there  that  he  can  reprove^  rebuke^  and 
exhorij  with  the  fullest  weight  of  ministerial  authority ;  and  in  a 
tone  which  could  not  be  employed  to  individuals,  without  defeating 
its  own  object.  And  these  are  such  clear  and  such  important  dis- 
tinctions that  I  need  not  advert  to  any  other. 

15.  I  might  end  here  what  I  had  to  say  about  this  part  of  your 
duties,  but  that  it  is  one  of  the  points  to  which  I  referred,  upon 
which  studious  attempts  have  been  made  to  change  the  views  and 
feelings  of  Ministers  in  recent  times.^  Preaching  has  been  systema- 
tically disparaged,  and  even  expressly  described  as  an  instrument 
which  '^  may  be  necessary  in  a  weak  and  languishing  state  "  (of  the 
Ghurch}^  but  one  which  *^  Scripture,  to  say  the  leasts  has  never  much 
recommended  r*  I  will  not  do  so  much  wrong  to  your  acquaintance 
with  Scripture,  as  to  set  about  any  regular  exposure  of  this  hardy 
misrepresentation  of  it.  You  will  need  no  proof  that  you  are  to  teach 
publicly^  as  well  9^  from  house  to  house ;  to  preach  the  word ;  to  do  the 
work  of  cm  Evangelist;  and  that  in  ^^Preaching,^"^  you  are  using  an  in- 
strument which  God  has  appointed,  and  employed,  and  honoured,  and 
blessed,  in  bringing  sinners  to  Ghrist,  and  building  them  up  in  the 
Faith.  And  what  I  have  said,  had  not  for  its  purpose  to  prove  this 
to  you,  but  to  draw  attention  to  a  few  out  of  the  many  considera- 
tions which  serve  to  shew  the  high  and  peculiar  importance  of  this 
branch  of  your  duties.  I  hope,  few  as  they  were,  they  were  suffi- 
cient for  their  purpose ;  which  was,  to  procure  for  this  part  of  your 
office  the  place  which  it  ought  to  hold  in  your  estimation  ;  and  this, 
that  it  may  in  practice  receive  the  measure  of  attention  which  it 
requires.  For  it  is  a  great  work,  which  can  only  be  carried  on 
successfully  when  a  Minister  gives  himself  to  it, — studies,  thinks,  and 
prays  over  it. 

16.  When  I  speak,  however,  of  the  study  and  labour  which  right 
preparation  for  the  pulpit  requires ;  I  am  far  from  intending  that 

*  Tract  8T,  p.  75 ; — "  Not  that  we  would  be  thought  entire^  to  depredate  Preaching  as 
a  mode  of  doing  good :  it  may  be  necessary,"  &c. 


6  **  And,  besides,  so  much  of  what  is  most  elementary,  and  what  has  been  long  re> 
garded  as  most  fixed,  has  been  unsettled  in  our  times,  tnat  there  is  scarcely  any  point, 
whether  of  doctrine  or  discipline,  upon  which  it  is  not  doubtful  what  views  and  prin- 
ciples men  now  hold.  So  that  there  is  hardly  any  thing  so  elementary,  or  so  certain, 
upon  which  it  may  not  be  necessary  to  say  something  to  correct  or  to  determine  the 
views  of  some  who  hear  me,  and,  even  beyond  what  that  purpose  requires,  to  make 
known  my  own." — ^pp.  4,  5.-l£i>. 
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their  aim  should  be  graces  of  style,  or  any  of  the  artifioes  of  com- 
position.  For  the  general  purposes  of  addresses  from  the  pulpit,  I 
am  sure  that  simplicity  and  directness  are  above  every  artincial  or- 
nament; and  that  when  seriousness  and  cordiality  are  combiDed 
with  them,  they  leave  nothing  to  be  desired  in  a  Sermon,  as  regards 
what  is  generally  meant  by  style.  And  they  are  within  the  reach 
of  every  one ;  and  indeed  are  rather  to  be  regarded  as  the  natural 
result  of  a  right  state  of  mind  and  feeling  about  the  momentous 
subjects  of  your  discourses,  and  about  those  to  whom  they  are  ad- 
dressed, than  as  qualities  to  be  bestowed  on  a  composition,  as  the 
fruit  of  special  effort  in  every  particular  case. 

17.  With  respect  to  arrangement,  somewhat  more  direct  labour 
may  be  required — particularly  in  some  cases.  For  there  are  some 
persons  in  whom  arrangement  seems  plainly  a  natural  gift — ^who 
not  only  naturally,  as  it  seems,  express  themselves  so  clearly  that 
each  separate  thought  is  easily  understood  by  the  very  plainest 
hearers;  but  who,  with  as  little  apparent  effort,  arrange  their 
thoughts  in  the  way  most  favourable  for  taking  in,  and  retain- 
ing the  entire.  Some,  on  the  other  hand,  labour  under  natural 
disadvantages  in  both  respects.  But  a  deficiency  in  powers  of 
arrangement  is,  I  believe,  the  more  common.  At  least,  one  not 
unfrequently  hears  a  Preacher  who  frames  his  sentences  so  that  each 
conveys  with  sufficient  clearness  what  was  intended ;  and  yet  there 
is  such  a  want  of  connexion  between  them  as  they  succeed  each 
other ;  and  the  parts  into  which  it  would  be  natural  to  divide  what 
he  says,  are  disposed  so  little  according  to  their  sequence  and  de- 
pendence in  the  order  of  thought ;  that  to  understand  the  whole 
scope  and  purpose  of  his  discourse,  requires  more  mental  effort  than 
his  humbler  hearers  are  able,  or  his  more  cultivated  hearers  disposed, 
to  make.  If  a  Preacher  keeps  his  hearers  in  this  sort  of  puzsde 
while  he  is  speaking,  and  if,  when  all  is  over,  the  perplexity  still 
remains,  they  will  be  likely  to  get  into  the  habit  of  acquiescing  in 
this  state,  and  be  satisfied  with  taking  away  a  stray  thought  or  two, 
giving  up  all  effort  to  understand  his  discourse  as  a  whole. 

18.  Such  a  result  is  sufficiently  unhappy  to  make  it  well  worth 
while  for  those  who  can  only  attain  to  clearness  of  arrangement  by 
pains  and  thought,  to  take  all  the  trouble  about  it  which  they  find 
necessary  to  ensure  it.  And  I  suppose  no  one  is  likely  to  excuse 
himself  from  such  labour  by  saying.  That  his  hearers  know  nothing 
about  method,  and  that  they  would  not  know  whether  his  discourse 
were  well  or  ill  arranged.  This  would  be  to  mistake  entirely  the 
whole  case.  The  nature  and  objects  of  method  are  wholly  misun- 
derstood, when  it  is  supposed  to  be  something  which  is  intended  to 
attract  attention  to  itself, — ^to  be  an  object  of  admiration,  or  a  source 
of  pleasure  to  a  man^s  hearers.  It  will,  of  course,  always  exhibit 
itself  to  competent  persons,  who  take  the  pains  of  analyzing  any 
skilful  composition ;  and  will  be  perceived,  without  any  effort,  by 
one  whose  mind  has  been  much  exercised,  and  whose  attention  is 
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mnch  awake^  about  sacli  matters.  Bat  its  excellence  lies  in  being 
felt,  not  seen.  It  is  but  a  means  to  the  end,  of  rendering  it  easy  to 
hearers  to  take  in  and  retain  a  discourse ;  and  the  less  that  it  is 
perceived,  the  more  is  it  fitted  to  answer  its  end.  So  that  it  would 
be  a  total  mistake  to  estimate  its  importance  in  a  particular  case  bj 
the  degree  in  which  it,  or  the  want  of  it,  was  noticed  by  your 
hearers.  It  is  little  likely  to  be  observed  by  uneducated  persons, 
and  the  want  of  it  just  as  little.  But  it  makes  itself  felt  by  all,  and 
the  want  of  it  is  felt  by  all  too.  Indeed,  the  case  is  even  stronger. 
For  those  who  would  most  readily  perceive  defects  in  arrangement, 
are  the  very  persons  who  can  most  easily  dispense  with  the  aid 
which  good  arrangement  gives.  And  it  is  those  who  are  least  ca- 
pable of  perceiving  such  defects  who  are  sure  to  suffer  from  them 
most.  So  that  for  the  sake  more  especially  of  those  very  congre- 
gations in  which  your  want  of  method  is  least  likely  to  be  detected 
and  complained  of,  the  arrangement  of  your  discourses  requires  pe- 
culiar attention.  It  will  require,  as  I  said,  very  much  more  care 
and  labour  from  some  than  from  others.  But  it  deserves  all  that  it 
may  require  from  all. 

19.  But  when  I  spoke  of  study  and  labour,  I  was  thinking  much 
more  of  the  materials  of  your  discourses,  than  of  their  composition. 
For  a  man  who  preaches  much,  without  from  time  to  time  renewincr 
the  ^ock  of  matter  with  which  he  began  his  career,  however  sound 
or  pious  he  may  continue  to  be,  will  be  almost  sure  ultimately  to 
become  a  very  barren  Preacher.  And  I  only  say  cdmosty  in  consi- 
deration of  a  few  rare  instances,  in  which  observation  of  life,  and 
intercourse  with  varieties  of  character,  seem  to  make  an  original 
and  peculiar  cast  of  mind,  independent  in  a  good  measure  of  reading. 
But  these  are  rare  exceptions.  Oenerallv,  and  all  but  universally, 
the  Preacher  requires  to  have  his  own  mmd  supplied  and  exercised 
by  books.  And  to  derive  full  advantage  from  them,  I  need  hardly 
say,  that  he  must  not  only  read,  but  think.  Undigested  reading  is 
better,  I  am  sure,  than  none.  I  know  that  a  di&rent  opinion  is 
entertained  by  some,  but  this  is  mine.  For  there  is  no  one  who 
does  not  take  away  some  matter  from  what  he  reads,  and  no  mind 
can  be  so  inert  as  not  to  be  forced  to  some  activity,  while  taking  in 
new  facts  or  thoughts.  And,  what  is  not  to  be  put  out  of  view, 
every  mind  becomes  continually  more  unfurnished  and  more  inert, 
when  reading  is  wholly  given  up.  But  the  benefit  to  be  derived 
from  reading  without  purpose  and  thought,  of  course  falls  fistr  short 
of  that  which  reflection  will  draw  from  the  same,  or  from  scantier 
stores.  And  this  applies  very  particularly  to  the  most  fruitfril,  as 
well  as  the  most  important  of  the  sources  from  which  the  Preacher'^s 
materials  are  to  be  drawn.  By  reading  the  Holy  Scriptures,  with- 
out meditating  upon  them,  a  man  may  no  doubt  obtain  considerable 
acquaintance  with  the  facts  and  doctrines  which  they  contain,  may 
become  an  adroit  controversialist,  and  a  well-furnished  textuary. 
But,  unless  he  studies  the  sacred  volume  with  patient  thought  (I 
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need  not  add  to  you,  mj  brethren,  with  earnest  prayer),  until  he 
becomes  imbued  with  its  spirit,  as  well  as  acquainted  with  its  con- 
tents, his  use  of  Scripture  will  be  comparatively  jejune,  and  cold, 
and  unprofitable.  And  so,  you  remember,  the  Apostle  exhorts  his 
beloved  son  in  the  foith : — ''  MEorrATS  upon  these  things — give 
thyself  wholly  to  them,  that  thy  profiting  may  appear  to  all.*"  And, 
certainly,  all  do  feel  the  difierence  which  there  is  between  one 
who  is  giving  out  crude  materials,  taken  in  hastily  for  the  occasion, 
and  one  who  is  drawing  from  the  stores  which  he  has  laid  up  in  this 
meditative  study  of  Divine  truth. 

Bagot,  Bishop  op  Oxpord. — 1842. 

44.  With  this  view  ^  you  will  take  care,  that,  so  far  as  in  you 
lies,  none  shall  have  it  in  their  power  to  say,  that  they  sought 
Bome  because  their  own  mother  withheld  from  them  the  spiritual 
sustenance  which  they  needed,  or  because  they  were  discouraged 
from  living  (instead  of  being  encouraged  to  live)  according  to  the 
system  prescribed  in  the  Prayer  Book. 

45.  Let  the  slovenly  method,  in  which  the  Divine  offices  have, 
perhaps,  in  some  places  been  performed  heretofore,  cease  at  once, 
and  for  ever,  in  all ;  let  our  Churches  be  no  longer  left  to  damp 
and  dilapidation,  but  meet  (as  far  as  we  can  make  them  so)  for  the 
presence  of  Him  who  hath  promised  to  come  among  us  there  and 
bless  us. 

46.  Above  all,  let  the  ministration  of  the  blessed  Sacraments  be 
dul^  and  reverently  performed  :  the  one  no  longer  solemnized  out 
of  its  proper  place  in  the  service,  the  other  more  frequently  ad- 
ministered. I  well  know  that  we  have  been  so  neglectful,  that 
our  people  have  ceased  to  value  much  which  we  could  restore  to 
them,  and  it  will  only  be  when  we  have  taught  them  to  look  on 
attendance  upon  the  ordinances  of  religion  as  a  blessing  and  a 

Privilege  as  well  as  a  duty,  that  we  can  bring  them  back  to  the 
abits  and  feelings  of  a  better  day.  And  this  can  only  be  done 
gradually,  most  gradually,  and  in  the  exercise  of  that  sound  dis- 
cretion, which  prefers  slow  but  sure  advance,  to  that  more  rapid 
and  excited  movement  which  is  sure  ere  long  to  halt  and  linger, 
and  is  not  rarely  forced  to  retrace  its  steps. 

47.  Two  Services  on  the  Sunday,  where  hitherto  there  has  been 
but  one ;  the  observances  of  the  Festivals,  of  Lent  and  Passion 
Week,  and,  as  opportunity  may  ofier,  of  the  Ember  and  Rogation 
days,  may  in  due  time  bring  us  back  to  the  restoration  of  the  Daily 
Service.  The  Church  Fasts  kept  will  accustom  men  to  habits  of 
self-denial,  and  we  may  have  more  hope,  that  luxury  will  diminish. 


•^  **  —  Preserving  those  of  your  flocks  who  are  most  exposed  to  theniy  from  the 
perils  of  these  dangerous  days.'*-J3ee  par.  43,  in  Chap.  XVIII— Ed. 
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and  almsgiving  increase ;  the  Offertory  will  not  be  as  now,  almost 
a  mockery  of  offerings^ — not  as  now,  rarely  read,  but  regularly,  and 
largely  contributed  to.  In  a  word,  let  the  teaching  of  the  Church 
and  her  holy  practices  as  a  Church  be  systematically  brought 
forward,  taking  care,  of  course,  all  the  while  that  an  exaggerated 
and  undue  importance  is  not  given  to  externals, — ^that,  to  use  the 
lan^age  of  a  popular  cry,^  ^'  the  Church  be  not  set  in  place  of  the 
Saviour  ;'*  let  there  be,  in  short,  a  nearer  approximation,  year  by 
year,  to  the  system  prescribed  by  our  Prayer  Book,  and  I  do  not 
fear  but  that  the  result  will  be  a  vast  increase  of  piety,  devotion,  and 
charity  among  us,  and  those  Catholic  aspirations  and  longings, 
which  we  hear  of  as  now  seeking  relief  irregularly  and  inadequately, 
and  as  looking  towards  other  communions,  will  find  safe  and  suffi- 
cient vent  in  our  own. 

48.  Be  sure  there  is  at  this  time  an  expansive  principle  within 
us,  which  can  no  longer  be  pent  up  with  safety.  If  you  attempt 
to  repress  it,  an  explosion,  the  limits  of  whose  destructive  force 
none  can  tell,  will  inevitably  follow.  But  we  have  a  safety-valve 
ready  provided  in  the  Church  system,  which,  if  only  properly  used, 
may  yet  bear  us  harmless. 

See  also  Par.  26^  in  Chap.  V I.,  33,  34,  in  Chap.  XX.,  54,  in  Chap.  II. 

Denison,  Bishop  of  Salisbury. — 1842. 
Vide  Pais.  4,  6,  in  Chap.  VI. 

Pearson,  Dban  op  Salisbury. — 1842. 
Vide  Pars.  42.  46,  in  Chap.  III.,  and  41,  48,  in  Chap.  XXV. 

Thirlwall,  Bishop  op  St.  David^s. — 1 842. 

^It  was  a  state  of  things  so  far  similar  to  our  own,  as  to  hold 
out  what  may  still  be  in  some  respects  a  useful  warning  to  our- 
selves, that  drew  the  following  observations  from  one  of  our  old 
Divines : — **  As  to  Sermons,  I  hope  they  do  not  undertake  to  be  as 
eminent  a  part  of  the  Worship  of  God  among  us  as  Prayer.  If  they 
do,  I  must  the  less  blame  the  poor  ignorant  people,  that,  when  they 
have  heard  a  Sermon  or  two,  think  that  they  have  served  God  for 
all  that  day  or  week ;  nor  the  generality  of  those  seduced  ones, 
who  place  so  great  a  part  of  piety  in  hearing,  and  think  so  much 
the  more  comfortably  of  themselves  from  the  number  of  hours 
spent  in  that  exercise,  which  hath  of  late  been  the  only  business  of 


See  Note  9,  p.  276,  supra, — Ed. 
*  Hia  lordship  is  speaking  of  certain  Clerical  meetings  in  his  diocese,  at  which  ^'a 
nmnber  of  Clergymen  attend  Divine  Service,  and  the  ^;reater  part  of  the  time  ia 
oeeapied  with  pnblio  diaoouraea  addreesed  to  the  congregation.**  p.  10. — En. 
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the  Church,  (which  was  by  God  entitled  the  House  of  Prayer)  and 
the  Liturgy  at  most  used  but  as  music  to  entertain  the  auditors, 
till  the  actors  be  attired,  and  the  seats  be  full,  and  it  be  time  for 
the  scene  to  enter.^^ 

Thus,  where  a  prejudice — I  fear  not  an  uncommon  one — ^prevails 
against  the  use  of  a  Liturgy,  or  a  disposition  to  consider  the 
Sermon  as  the  most  important  part  of  the  Service,  a  Clergyman, 
particularly  a  young  one,  may  easily  be  tempted  to  humour  this 
prejudice  by  arbitrary  curtailment,  or  rapid  reading,  or  by  the 
introduction  of  extemporaneous  Prayers,  in  each  of  these  ways  he 
is  tacitly  casting  a  slur  upon  the  Church,  and  sanctioning  one  of 
the  principles  most  opposed  to  her  Doctrine  and  spirit. — Oharffe^ 
1842,  pp.  21—23. 

Pepyh,  Bishop  of  Worcboter. — 1842. 

20.  But  we  are  told  that  the  Clergy  have  been  guilty  of  neglect 
in  one  more  important  point.  That  the  Prayer  Book  requires  a 
Daily  Service,  which  yet  is  rarely,  if  ever,  performed. 

21.  Now  upon  this  point  I  must,  in  the  first  place,  express  my 
doubts  whether  the  compilers  of  our  Liturgy  ever  contemplated 
the  performance  of  a  Daily  Service  generally  in  the  parochial 
churches  of  this  Kingdom.  Such  a  Service  is,  indeed,  provided  for 
in  the  Prayer  Book ;  but  then  it  must  be  recollected  that  it  was 
necessary  to  provide  in  the  Prayer  Book  for  the  Service  in 
Cathedrals,  as  well  as  for  that  in  parochial  churches  of  the 
countrv.  In  the  former,  the  Daily  Service  is  still  performed ;  and, 
as  Cathedrals  are  usually  situated  in  large  towns,  it  is  probable 
that  out  of  a  considerable  population  many  may  be  found  to  profit 
by  it :  this,  however,  is  ordinarily  not  the  case  in  the  country ;  and 
it  may  be  doubted  whether  much  spiritual  benefit  would  be  derived 
from  the  performance  of  a  Daily  Service,  where  the  various 
occupations  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  parish  prevented  the  chance 
of  a  congregation. 

22.  The  preface  to  the  Prayer  Book,  indeed,  directs  that  all 
Priests  and  Deacons  are  to  say,  dailv,  the  Morning  and  Evening 
Prayer,  eiikk&T  privately  or  openly.  It  is  clear,  therefore,  that  the 
option  is  afibrded  them.  How  far  they  comply  with  this  direction, 
by  reading  the  Daily  Service  privately,  is  a  matter  which,  of  course, 
can  be  only  known  to  themselves. 

23.  It  may,  however,  be  observed,  that  the  motive  which,  pro- 
bably, induced  the  compilers  of  our  Liturgy  to  require  that  the 
Daily  Service  should  be  thus,  at  least,  privately  read,  now,  happily 
no  longer  exists.  So  ignorant  were  the  Clergy  of  those  times,  even 
of  the  Scriptures,  that  the  reason  assigned  for  their  being  thus 
required  to  read  privately  the  Service  provided  for  each  day  in  the 
Prayer  Book,  is  that  they  might  thereby  acquire  a  competent 
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knowledge  of  the  Holy  Scriptures,  bj  readinff  every  day  those 
portions  of  them  which  are  allotted  for  each  day  s  Service.  I  need 
not  say  that  the  improved  system  of  theological  education,  which 
has  been  adopted  in  modem  times,  and  the  degree  of  proficiency 
which  is  now  required  from  every  candidate  for  orders,  has 
rendered  the  reading  of  the  Daily  Service,  however  edifying  it  may 
be  as  a  devotional  exercise,  no  longer  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
acquiring  a  knowledge  of  the  Scripture. 

24.  I  am  far  from  meaning  by  these  observations,  in  any  degree, 
to  depreciate  the  importance  of  this  or  any  other  religious  duty. 
We  cannot  be  too  much  engaged  in  such  duties ;  and  they  may  be 
performed,  no  doubt,  with  much  spiritual  advantage,  by  such  of 
the  Clergy  as  have  the  population  of  large  towns  committed  to 
their  charge  :  but,  when  I  consider  the  onerous  duties  which  now 
devolve  upon  the  Clergy,  compared  with  what  was  required  of 
them  at  the  time  our  Liturgy  was  compiled, — when  I  recollect  that 
so  inadequate  were  the  Clergy  of  that  day  considered  to  the  office 
of  Preaching,  that  none  were  allowed  to  preach  without  a  license 
from  the  •  Bishop ;  and  that  those  who  were  not  so  licensed  were 
required  to  procure  a  licensed  Preacher  only  one  week  out  of 
four, — when,  on  the  other  hand,  I  refer  to  the  returns  which  have 
been  made  to  me,  and  observe  that,  in  a  majority  of  parishes  in 
this  Diocese,  two  Sermons  are  preached  every  Lord's-day, — ^and 
when  I  know  that,  in  addition  to  the  labour  thereby  required, 
increased  attention  has  been  paid  to  the  establishment  and  super* 
intendence  of  schools,  and  that  the  personal  visitation,  at  their 
own  houses,  of  the  inhabitants  of  a  parish,  is  very  rarely  neglected, — 
I  could  not  bring  myself  to  impose  upon  those,  whose  important 
functions  are  already  so  ill-requited,  the  additional  burden  of  a 
Daily  Service.* 


*  A  writer  in  the  Irish  Eccle8UuiiealJaumal"{tLr  from  wishing  to  depreciate  or  deny 
the  yalae  of  the  Daily  Service,"  observes,  "  The  danse  requiring  *  all  IMests  ana 
Deacons  to  say  the  Common  Praver  daily,*  unless  let  by  *  sickness,  or  other  urgent 
caoie,*  permits  the  altematiTe  of  saving  it  either  *  openly  or  priwUeip.^  There  is. 
therefore,  no  peremptory  order  here  that  the  performance  of  the  Daily  Service  should 
be  in  the  church.  May  not  thu  order  have  been  introduced  to  supersede  the  prac- 
tice with  which  the  great  body  of  the  Cleray  were  familiar,  before  the  Reformation,  of 
daily  reading  a  portion  of  the  Romish  offices— a  duty  imposed  under  the  penalty  of 
mortal  sin,— and  thus  substitute  for  the  follies  and  blasphemies  of  the  Breviary,  our 
pore  and  Scriptural  Liturgy  ? 

^  It  would  i4>pear,  also,  that  this  clause  had  reference  to  Clergy  wiihoui  cure  ({f  MiiZf, 
nich  as  those  attached  to  Collegiate  and  Cathedral  Churches,  rather  than  the  paro- 
chial Clergy ;  for  the  following  sentence,  relating  to  *  Curates  ministering  in  any 
d^urch  or  chapel,*  is  much  less  stringent,  admitting  as  grounds  of  exemption  firom 
ue  performance  of  this  duty,  not  merely  *  sickness  or  some  other  urgent  cause,*  but 
'not  being  at  hemei  <»  '  being  otherwiee  pereonallg  hindered.*  ""^Ed. 
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Bagot,  Bishop  op  Oxford. — 1838. 

1.  I  have  spoken  of  increased  exertions  among  ns,  and  of  ao 
increasing  sense  of  onr  Christian  responsibilities ;  and,  therefore, 
you  will  probably  expect  that  I  should  say  something  of  that 
peculiar  development  of  religious  feeling  in  one  part  of  the  Diocese, 
which  has  been  supposed  to  tend  immediately  to  a  reviral  of  sereral 
of  the  errors  of  rlomanism.  In  point  of  fact,  I  have  been  con- 
tinually (though  anonymously)  appealed  to,  in  my  official  capacity, 
to  check  breaches  both  of  doctrine  and  discipline,  through  the 
growth  of  Popery  among  us. 

2.  Now,  as  regards  the  latter  point,  breaches  of  discipline, — 
namely,  on  points  connected  with  the  public  Serrices  of  the 
Church, — I  really  am  unable,  after  diligent  inquiry,  to  find  any 
thing  which  can  be  so  interpreted. 

3.  I  am  given  to  understand  that  an  injudicious  attempt  was 
made,  in  one  instance,  to  adopt  some  forgotten  portion  of  the 
ancient  Clerical  dress  ;^  but  I  believe  it  was  speedily  abandoned, 
and  do  not  think  it  likely  we  shall  hear  of  a  repetition  of  this  or 
similar  indiscretions.' 


2  His  Lordship  probably  infers  to  the  case  of  ayoon^  man  mentifmed  by  Dr.  Passr, 
in  a  letter  to  the  Rev.  G.  Totensend,  which  a];^[>eared  in  the  BriUsh  Mapajtine.  This 
''  Clergyman,"  says  Dr.  P.^  *'  who  was  at  the  time  at  Oicford^  but  not  connected  with 
any  pansh  church,  (thinking  this  to  be  enjoined  by  the  Bubiic  prefixed  to  the  Mominff 
Prayer,)  *  wore  in  the  time  of  his  ministration  such  ornaments  as  were  in  this  Church 
of  England,  b^  the  authority  of  Parliament,  in  the  second  year  of  the  reign  of  King 
Edward  the  Sixth.'  The  s^rf  had  then,  it  is  said,  ttoo  tmaii  orosu$.»,miS  at  each  end ; 
it  is  a  simple  and  unostentatious  dress.** — Ed. 

3  A  recent  number  of  the  English  Churchman  (1843)  speaks  of  the  Manipls  '<  as 
something  which  we  once  possessed,  and  which,  with  all  its  accompanying  ancient  and 
sacred  vestments,  English  Priests  may  yet  claim  to  wear.**  The  **  Maniplb**  b  de- 
scribed to  be  ''  part  of  the  celebrating  Priest's  vestments,  to  hang  over  the  l^  asm*^ 
Mention  is  also  made  of  an  intention  to  revive  '^Chasitblbs,**  and  *' Copbs,**  and 
'*  Surplices  dote  in  front  ;'*  aiso  '^  a  Corporal  Cloth,  of  delicate  material,  and 
nMwked  with  the  Jive  oroM««.**— En. 
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4.  At  the  same  time,  so  much  of  what  has  been  objected  to,  has 
arisen  from  minute  attention  to  the  Rubric  ;  and  I  esteem  uni- 
formity so  highly,  (and  uniformity  never  can  be  obtained  without 
strict  attention  to  the  Rubric,)  that  I  confess  I  would  rather  follow 
an  antiquated  custom,  (even  were  it  so  designated,)  tdth  the  Rubric, 
than  be  entangled  in  the  modern  confusions  which  ensue  from  the 
neglect  of  it 

HowLET,  Archbishop  op  CANTEBBuay. — 1840. 

6.  In  the  celebration  of  Divine  Service,  the  introduction  of 
Novelties  is  much  to  be  deprecated  ;  and  even  the  revival  of  usages 
which,  having  grown  obsolete,  have  the  appearance  of  Novelties 
to  the  ignorant,  may  occasion  dissatisfacti<m,  dissension,  and  con- 
troversy. In  cases  of  this  nature  it  may  be  better  to  forego  even 
advantageous  changes,  and  wait  for  the  decision  of  authority,  than 
to  open  firesh  sources  of  misapprehension  or  strife  by  singularity. 

Bboughton,  Bishop  op  Australia. — 1841. 
Vide  Par.  41,  in  Chap.  XIX. 

Maltby,  Bishop  op  Durham. — 1841. 
Vide  Pan.  9_10,  in  Chap.  XX. 

BowsTBAD,  Bishop  op  Lichfield. — 1841. 

6.  The  tendency  of  these  views  has  been  to  introduce  Novelties 
into  the  celebration  of  Divine  Worship — a  practice  which  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  in  his  recent  Charge,  has  strongly  depre- 
cated. 

LoNGLET,  Bishop  op  Ripon. — 1841. 

4j8.  The  motive  for  reverting  to  Usages,  respectable  from  their 
antiquity,  though  unauthorized  by  our  own  Church,  may  be  pure 
and  unimpeachable ;  but  where  the  adoption  of  them  is  not  im- 
perative, it  will  surely  be  better  to  avoid  all  occasion  of  mis- 
apprehension or  controversy.  Our  venerable  Reformers  may  possibly 
have  discarded  some  things  indifferent,  which  might  well  have  been 
retained  ;  but  as  these  usages  have  once  disappeared,  may  it  not  be 
attaching  more  moment  to  them  than  they  deserve  to  insist  upon 
their  re-production,  even  at  the  risk  of  peace !  It  is  in  vain  to  say 
that  such  matters  ought  not  to  interrupt  the  harmony  of  the 
Church.  What  has  been,  will  be,  under  like  circumstances; 
and  the  truest  wisdom  would  seem  to  dissuade  from  the  intro- 
duction of  Novelties,  where  such  consequences  may  possibly  ensue, 
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unless  the  plea  otoonseience  can  fairly  be  maintained.  The  discnsmon 
of  such  matters  having  of  late  more  than  usually  occupied  the 
attention  of  Churchmen,  these  observations  will  not,  I  trust,  appear 
misplaced. 

See  also  Par.  4,  in  Chap.  XXII. 

Beresfobd,  Archbishop  of  Armagh. — 1842. 

4.  In  conclusion,  I  would  only  add  this  one  caution :  Give  to  the 
*^  weightier  matters  ^  of  the  law  and  of  the  Gospel  of  Christ,  the 
greatest  portion  of  your  attention  and  care ;  and  do  not  expend 
upon  ^^  strifes  of  words,^  and  on  observances  of  comparatively  little 
momenl,  those  efforts  which  ought  to  be  employed  chiefly  in  en- 
deavouring to  reform  the  wicked,  to  instruct  the  ignorant,  and  to 
save  the  souls  of  those  who  are  committed  to  your  charge.     And, 
may  Almighty  God,  who  only  can,  vouchsafe  unto  us  the  ability, 
through  the  assistance  of  his  Holy  Spirit,  in  these  and  all  other 
parts  of  our  Christian  life,  to  imitate  our  great  exemplar,  Jesus 
Christ ;  whose  Word,  and  Praise,  and  Recognition  of  our  imperfect 
Services,  shall  prove  our  rich  reward  and  crown  of  glory  on  the  day 
of  his  appearing — **  Well  done,  good  and  faithful  servants, — ^ye  are 
they  that  I  have  chosen ; — ^ye  have  fed  my  flock,  ve  have  taught 
my  truth,  not  by  constraint  but  willingly, — ^not  for  filthy  lucre,  but 
of  a  ready  mind ; — ye  have  kept  yourselves  unspotted  from  the 
world ; — enter  ye  into  the  joy  of  your  Lord." 

Mant,  Bishop  of  Down  and  Connob,  and  Dbomobb. — 1842. 
nd0  Par.  17,  in  Chap.  VIII.,  Pan.  83  and  69,  in  Chap.  XXIII. 

MusoRAVE,  Bishop  of  Hereford. — 1842. 

19.  And  we  are  to  blame  if  we  encourage  any  revival  of  Cere- 
monies and  Usages  not  authorized  by  the  Kubric,  and  contrary  to 
the  simplicity  and  spirituality  of  the  Gospel,  which  by  substituting 
vain,  and  profitless,  and  variable  forms,  for  inward  and  vital 
holiness,  tend  to  draw  ofi^  the  mind  from  the  true  and  real  object  of 
worship. 

20.  Forms  are  not  wholly  matter  of  indifierence.  If  on  the  one 
hand  the  Bx)man  Church  in  her  childish  fondness  for  forms  has 
multiplied  them  beyond  measure,  attributing  to  them  something  of 
a  Sacramental  principle,  while  others  have  been  absurd  enough 
rashly  to  reject  even  those  which  are  manifestlv  ancient  and  ap- 
proved, our  Church  has  wisely  retained  such,  and  such  only  as  are 
essential  to  secure  order  and  vitality  to  the  Service. 

23.  Cautioned  by  the  past  in  our  own  country,  and  by  what  is 
every  where  seen  now  in  countries  connected  with  the  Roman  See, 


INTRODUCTION   OF  N0TBLTIE8.  619 

we  should  take  care  lest  by  multiplying  Observances  in  themselves 
harmless,  and  insisting  on  practices,  in  themselves  perhaps  unob- 
jectionable, a  spirit  of  pride  and  self-sufficiency  be  engendered, 
tending  to  weaken  reliance  on  the  efficacy  and  value  of  Christ's 
Atonement ;  and  instead  of  making  this  the  only  ground  of  pardon 
and  acceptance  with  God,  the  notion  of  human  merit  should  pre- 
sumptuously occupy  its  place. 

24.  The  worst  error  of  the  Church  of  Rome  has  ever  been  con- 
sidered this,  that  we  are  justified  by  works,  or  peradventure  by 
faith  and  works. 

55.  Though  I  have  observed  with  unmixed  satisfaction  the  care 
of  late  taken  to  improve  the  condition  of  many  of  our  Churches,  I 
cannot  omit  to  warn  you  against  the  mtroduction  of  any  Decorations 
unauthorized  by  the  Rubric  and  recent  custom.^ 

56.  Novelties  in  this  kind,  though  in  themselves  possibly  inno- 
cent, may  wound  the  conscience  of  a  weak  brother  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  may  generate  and  foster  anti-scriptural  and  dan- 
gerous inductions.  It  is  possible  to  imagine  some,  which  mistaken 
piety  might  consider  as  '^  efficacious  emblems,^'  and  in  process  of 
time,  by  an  easy  gradation,  might  regard  with  the  same  veneration 
as  those  "  effectual  signs  of  grace,''  the  Sacraments  themselves. 

57.  Nor  would  I  advise  you  to  read  the  different  parts  of  the 
Service  in  places  not  of  late  usual  in  your  Churches,  without  at 
least  the  previous  approval  and  permission  of  the  Ordinary. 

58.  With  your  private  and  personal  observances,  I  have  no  wish 
to  interfere ;  and  i  would  only  pray  that  they  may  all  tend  to  pro- 
mote your  growth  in  holiness,  to  '^  make  you  wholesome  examples 
to  the  flock  of  Christ,^  and  to  add  fresh  energy  and  success  to  your 
Ministry. 

59.  I  would  only  warn  you  against  introducing  Novelties  in  Faith 
or  Practice  unknown  among  us  from  the  age  of  the  Reformation 
down  to  these  times.  To  do  this  on  the  ground  of  recalling  the 
usages  or  sentiments  of  the  Nicene  age,  or  of  any  age  immediately 
prior,  or  subsequent  thereto,  as  if  any  of  these  were  more  united  in 
&itb,  more  pure,  or  wiser,  or  holier,  or  more  spiritually  minded  than 
ours,  is  an  assumption  unsupported  by  proof  A*om  Ecclesiastical 
History,  and  has  no  existence  except  in  the  imagination  of  some 
zealous  and  stirring  spirits  whose  speculations  and  prejudices  appear 
to  lead  them  to  prefer  to  our  own  the  practice  of  an  unsettlea  and 
contentious  age. 

GopLESTON,  Bishop  of  Llandaff. — 1842. 
Vide  Fan.  SOl.^,  in  Chap.  XX.,  and  Par.  51,  in  Chapw  XXIV. 


See  note  6,  p.  626^  nrpra.-i.ED, 
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Blomfield,  Bishop  op  London. — 1842. 

43.  As  to  those  Fonns  and  Ceremonies  which  are  expressly  en- 
joined in  the  Rubric  or  Canons,  and  which,  as  is  said  in  the 
eighteenth  Canon,  are  intended  to  ^'  testify  the  peopIe''8  humilitT, 
Christian  resolution,  and  due  acknowledgment  that  the  Lord  Jesus 
Christ,  the  true  eternal  Son  of  God,  is  the  only  Saviour  of  the 
worldj^  I  think  that  upon  the  principle  asserted  by  Bishop  Butler 
they  are  clearly  reasonable,  and  that,  being  enjoined  by  the  Church, 
the^  are  obligatory  upon  its  members.  Such  are  the  varioas  de- 
votional Postures  prescribed  in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  and 
the  doing  lowly  reverence  when  in  time  of  Divine  Service  the  Lord 
Jesus  is  mentioned,  as  directed  by  the  same  Canon ;  which  custom, 
savs  Hooker,  "  sheweth  a  reverent  regard  to  the  Son  of  Qod,  above 
other  messengers,  though  speaking  as  from  God  also :  and  against 
Infidels,  Jews,  and  Arians,  who  derogate  from  the  person  of  Jesus 
Christ,  such  Ceremonies  are  most  prontable.'" 

44.  Again,  although  I  do  not  consider  the  Canons  of  1640  to  be 
binding  upon  the  Clergy,  I  see  no  very  serious  objection  to  the 
custom  therein  commended,  as  having  been  the  ancient  custom  of 
the  Primitive  Church,  and  of  this  also  for  many  years  in  the  reign 
of  Queen  Elizabeth,  of  doing  Obeisance  on  entering  and  leaving 
churches  and  chancels;  not,  as  the  Canon  expressly  declares, 
**  with  any  intention  to  exhibit  any  religious  worship  to  the  Com- 
munion-table, the  east,  or  church,  or  any  thing  therein  contained, 
in  so  doinfif,  or  to  perform  the  said  gesture  in  the  celebration  of  the 
Holy  Eucharist  from  any  opinion  of  the  corporal  presence  of  the 
Body  of  Christ  upon  the  Holy  Table,  or  in  the  mystical  Elements, 
but  only  for  the  advancement  of  God'^s  glory,  to  give  Him  alone 
that  honour  and  glory  which  are  due  unto  Him,  and  no  other- 
wise." 

45.  But  that  the  Clergy,  although  they  are  at  liberty  to  use  this 
custom,  are  not  Mwed  to  do  so,  even  if  that  Canon  be  in  force,  is 
clear  from  the  wor^  of  the  Canon  itself,  which  heartily  commends, 
but  does  not  enjoin  it.  "  In  the  practice  or  omission  of  this  Rite 
(it  says),  we  desire  that  the  rule  of  charity  prescribed  by  the 
Apostle  may  be  observed,  which  is,  that  they  who  use  this  Rite 
despise  not  them  who  use  it  not,  and  that  they  who  use  it  not 
condemn  not  those  that  use  it."  If  those  persons,  who  practise 
these  obeisances  towards  the  Holy  Table,  do  so  under  the  notion  of 
a  bodily  presence  of  Christ  in  the  consecrated  Elements,  or  if  the 
people  are  led  to  suppose  them  to  do  so,  then  I  consider  the  custom 
to  be  objectionable,  and  at  variance  with  the  spirit  of  our  Reformed 
Church.  If  otherwise,  the  Clergy,  who  observe  it,  are  bound  to 
explain  it  to  the  people,  in  the  sense  in  which  it  is  explained  by  the 
Canon.^ 

^  The  writer  of  the  article  on  RabricB,  in  the  Quarter^  Rtmmo^  (see  note  4^  p.  591, 
wpra,)  aUnding  to  this  pasM^  in  his  Lordship's  Chuga,  inquires — **  Kow  bow  is  the 
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46.  The  same  Canons  of  1640,  declare  that  the  situation  of  the 
Holy  Table  at  the  east  end  of  the  church,  being  in  its  own  nature 
indifferent,^  and  that  wherein  no  religion  is  to  be  placed,  or  scruple 
made  thereon,  *'  doth  not  imply  that  it  is,  or  ought  to  be  accounted, 
a  true  and  proper  Altar,  whereon  Christ  is  again  really  sacrificed  ; 
but  it  is,  and  may  be  called  an  Altar,  in  that  sense  in  which  the 
Primitive  Church  called  it  an  Altar,  and  in  no  other.**^  Those  per- 
sons who  hold  not  simply  a  real^  but  a  hodily  presence  of  Christ  in 
the  consecrated  Elements,  can  scarely  avoid  holding  also  the  notion 
of  a  propitiatory  sacrifice ;  and  to  this  notion  of  a  bodily  presence 
is  to  be  traced  a  superstitious  reverence  for  the  external  circum- 
stances of  the  Eucharist.  Our  own  Church,  admitting  the  Doctrine 
of  a  real,  though  spiritual  presence,  utterly  rejects  that  of  a  cor- 
poral presence,  which,  however  it  may  be  veiled  under  obscure  or 
unintelligible  terms,  is  virtually  one  of  the  errors  of  Transubstan- 
tiation.7  It  is  expressly  declared  at  the  end  of  the  Communion 
Service,  that  by  the  custom  of  kneeling  to  receive  the  elements,  ^'  no 
adoration  is  intended,  or  ought  to  be  done,  either  unto  the  Sacra- 
mental Bread  and  Wine  then  bodily  received,  or  unto  any  corporal 
presence  of  Christ^s  natural  flesh  and  blood.'^ 

47.  ^^  The  Ceremonies,  (says  Bishop  Fleetwood,)  allowed  in 
practice  in  the  Church,  though  not  enjoined  by  the  Rubric,  are 
such  as  were  used  in  the  Church  before  and  when  the  Rubrics  were 
made  ;  and  being  reasonable,  and  easy,  and  becoming,  were  not  en- 
forced by  any  new  law,  but  were  left  in  possession  of  what  force 
they  had  obtained  by  custom.  He  that  complies  not  with  these 
Ceremonies,  offends  against  no  law,  but  only  against  custom ;  which 
yet  a  prudent  man  will  not  lightly  do,  when  once  it  has  obtained 
in  general."  * 

48.  With  regard  to  Worshipping  towards  the  East,  there  can  be 
DO  doubt  of  its  having  been  a  very  ancient  practice  of  the  Church ; 
for  it  is  mentioned  by  Clement  of  Alexandria,  and  by  Tertullian. 
Bishop  Stillingfleet,  one  of  the  most  learned  of  our  Divines,  con- 
siders it  to  be  one  of  those  customs  derived  from  Primitive  times, 
and  continuing  to  our  own,  which  there  is  no  reason  to  oppose,  but 
rather  to  comply  with.     "And  of  all  customs,"  he  observes,  "  that 

•  Works,  p.  723. 


Minister  who  nractines  this  rite  to  know  whether  the  people  misunderstand  it  or  not ; 
and  how,  in  wnat  form,  and  at  what  time  is  he  to  '  explain  *  the  matter  ?  Is  it  at  the 
▼estry,  or  in  an  allocution  from  the  Altar,  or  in  a  Sermon,  and  if  so,  on  what  textP 
But  suppose,  as  is  most  likely  to  be  the  case,  the  Minister  who  does  practise  these 
obeisances  does  so  not  in  the  sense  of  the  pretended  Canon — about  which  he  probably 
knows  nothing — but  in  Uie  verv  sense  condemned  by  his  Lordship — and  suppose,  what 
may  happen,  that  he  has  already  brought  the  minds  of  his  flock  to  adopt  much  of  his 
own  way  of  thinking  as  to  Ritual  matters  generally — then,  we  presume,  there  will  be  no 
misunderstanding  ;  the  Priest  will  haye  nothing  to  explain ;  and  the  oljjeciionable  prac- 
tice will  never  be  obfeded  to."  pp.  274,  276 Ed. 

^  See  Note  6,  p.  692,  supra — Ed.  "^  See  Note  4,  p.  416,  mpra.— Kd. 
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of  contention  and  sbralarity,  where  there  is  no.  plain  reason  against 
them«  doth  the  least  become  the  Ghnrch  of  God.*"  * 

49.  I  do  not,  however,  consider  it  to  be  the  intention  of  onr 
Church,  that  the  officiating  Minister,  when  reading  prayers,  should 
turn  to  the  east  with  his  tuick  to  the  congregation.^     Bishop  Spar- 
row thinks,  that  anciently  the  Reading-desk  was  so  placed,  that  the 
Minister  looked  to  the  east,  away  from  the  people,  to  whom  he  is 
directed  to  tarn  in  reading  the  lessons.    But  the  Beading-desk  was 
not  known  in  the  early  years  of  the  Reformation.     It  is  not  men- 
tioned in  the  Injunctions  of  King  Edward  VI.,  nor  in  those  of 
Queen  Elizabeth,  nor  in  any  Canons  or  Visitation  Articles  hefbre 
the  Canon  of  1603.     The  first  Rubric  in  King  Edward'^s  Common 
Prayer  Book,  orders,  that  the  Minister  so  turn  him  in  reading 
prayers  as  that  the  people  may  best  hear  him ;  and  as  the  costonn 
ary  place  for  reading  the  prayers  was  then  the  chancel,  at  the 
Communion-table,  it  is  clear  that  he  could  not  have  faced  the  east.'f 
It  appears,  however,  from  the  proceedings  of  the  Savoy  Conference, 
that  it  was  customary  at  that  time  for  the  Minister  to  turn  to  the 
people  only  when  he  spoke  to  them,  as  in  the  lessons,  absolotion, 
and  benedictions ;    ''  when  he  speaks  /or  them  to  God,^  it  was 
argued  by  the  Bishops,  ^^  it  is  fit  that  they  should  all  turn  another 
way,^  as  the  ancient  Church  ever  did,  the  reasons  of  which  yon  may 
see  in  Auffu$t,  lib.  2,  de  8er.  Dom.  in  Motite.''*l 

50.  I  myself  approve  of,  as  convenient,  though  not  necessary,  the 
arrangement  lately  adopted  in  several  churches,  where  the  Reading- 
desk  is  near  the  east  end  of  the  church,  by  which  the  Clergyman 
looks  towards  the  south  while  reading  Prayers,  and  towards  the 
west  while  reading  the  Lessons.^ 

51.  With  respect  to  those  Ornaments  of  the  Church,  about  which 
there  is  a  difierence  of  opinion,  where  the  Rubric  and  Canons  are 
not  clear,  the  judgment  of  the  Bishop  should  be  sought  for.     A 

*  See  the  Bishop  €f  Lincoln  on  Tertullian,  p.  402,  and  on  Clement  ofAlexandna,  p. 
452.  John  Grefforie's  Works,  p.  89.  Bishop  SHUing/leefs  EeoL  Cases,  p.  382.  Stow- 
ley  on  Churthes^  p.  155.  Joannes  DamascenuB  says,  that  praying  towards  the  East 
was  &yps^s  irapMooa  rwr  iatocr6?iiuif.  It  was  however,  not  a  universal  praetioe. 
Soeraies,  Eccl,  Hist  v.  22,  says  that  the  Church  of  Antioch  in  Syria  had  the  altar  to 
the  West,  hvriarpo^v  Ixci  t^v  O^crip,  So  l^e  ancient  Church  of  St.  Benedict^  at  Paris. 
See  MabUhn  LU.  GaU.  p.  68. 

t  Hannon  L^Estrange  Alliance,  p.  328. 

t  I>r.  CanboelTs  History  qf  Conferences,  p.  353. 


s  See  Note  6,  p.  593,  supra,  **  I  am  sure  the  Daily  Service  is  a  great  point ;  so  is 
kneeling  with  pour  back  to  the  people,  which,  hy-the-bye,  seems  to  be  strudng  all  the 
ApostoUcals  at  once.**— Froudx's  Remains,  vol.  1,  p.  390 Ed. 

9  His  Lordship  has  omittted  one  position,  which,  with  the  addition  of  a  praetioe 
lately  introduced  by  certain  priests  of  the  Tractarian  School,  will  render  the  "  amnge- 
ment**  complete  so  &r  at  least  as  the  four  cardinal  points  of  the  compass  are  oonoemed. 
In  reading  Prayers,  then,  the  Clergyman  will  look  towards  the  West ;  in  reciting  the 
Creed,  towards  the  East ;  in  readmg  the  Lessons,  towards  the  South  ;  in  hurwng  a 
Dissenter,  towards  the  North.^ED. 
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question  has  arisen  about  placing  Lights  npon  the  Commanion 
Table.  Some  doabt  may  be  entertained  as  to  the  law  in  this  par- 
ticular. They  were  forbidden  by  the  Injunctions  of  King  Ed- 
ward VI.  in  1549 ;  but  they  were  in  use  when  the  first  Liturgy  of 
that  monarch  received  the  authority  of  Parliament,  and  therefore 
seem  to  be  sanctioned  by  the  Rubric  in  our  present  Common 
Prayer  Book.  But  whether  it  be  so  or  not,  they  have  always  been 
retained  in  the  Chapels  Boyal,  in  Cathedrals,  and  in  College 
Chapels ;  and  I  see  no  objection  to  them,  provided  that  the  Can- 
dles are  not  burning  except  when  the  church  is  lighted  up  for 
EveoiDg  Service.^ 

76.  In  conclusion.  Reverend  Brethren,  let  us  be  careful  to  bear 
in  niind  ourselves,  and  to  teach  our  people,  that  the  outward  means 
and  aids  of  religion  are  not  religion  itself;  but  are  so  far  valuable 
and  useful  as  they  contribute  to  the  great  ends  of  religion,  to  form 
Christ  within  us,  to  establish  the  life  of  God  in  the  soul,  and  to 
keep  us  within  the  precincts  of  his  grace.*  The  more  careful  we 
are  to  observe  all  the  external  circumstances  of  devotion,  the  more 
diligently  let  us  cherish  in  ourselves,  and  strive  to  promote  in 
others,  those  spiritual  affections  which  they  are  intended  to  excite 
and  strengthen. 

See  ako  Par.  42,  in  Chap.  XXII. 


CBbibn,  Bishop  of  Ossort,  Ferns,  and  Leighlin. — 1842. 

3.  And  in  leaving  this  head,  I  must  express  my  satisfaction  in 
believing,  that  there  is  no  need  that  I  should  administer  any 
caution  to  you  against  those  singularities  in  Dress,  and  Gesture,  and 
Posture,  which  one  hears  of  from  time  to  time,  as  introduced  by 

*  **  Ceremonies  are  advanoements  of  order,  decency,  modesty,  and  mvity,  in  the 
service  of  God,  expressionB  of  thoee  heavenly  desires  and  dispositions,  wnich  we  ought 
to  bring  along  with  us  to  Ood^  House,  adiumeuts  of  attention  and  devotion,  further- 
uoes  of  edification,  visible  instmctors,  helps  of  memory,  exercises  of  Faith,  the  shell 
that  preserves  the  kernel  of  religion  from  contempt,  the  leaves  that  defend  the  blos- 
soms and  the  fruit ;  but  if  they  grow  over  thick  and  rank,  they  hinder  the  fruit  from 
coming  to  maturity,  and  then  the  gardener  plucks  them  ott.^-^rchbiskop  BramhaU,  p. 
488. 


'  "  Two  Lights  should  be  placed  upon  the  Altar  according  to  Edward  the  Sixth^s 
order,  ratified  in  our  present  Prayer  Book.  We  think  it  plain  that  these  Candlee  were 
fneaiU  at  the  Reformation  to  be  Ughted,  as  had  been  usual,  during  the  celebration  qf  the 
Holy  Eueharisi;  oti^erwise  they  do  not  well  signify  (in  the  words  of  the  Injunction) 
^  truth-^Cftm/iit  Lux  MunJ^'^-.-Britieh  OriHcy  April,  1840,  p.  273. 
,  Ma.  AvLiPFB  Pools,  one  of  Dr.  Hook*8  Curates  at  Leeds,  writes  to  the  same  effect 
J^his  Punphlet  on  The  Anfflo-Catholio  uee  qf  Ttvo  LighU  upon  the  Altar,  It  <<  has 
IJ^Q  again  and  again  asserted  of  myself,  and  that  by  many  who  might  have  seen  with 

weir  own  eves  that  it  was  not  so,'*  that  I  <<  burn  candles  at  mid-da^. Had  it 

^Q  to,  I  defv  them  to  prove  it  either  wrong  in  itself,  or  superstitious  or  Popish.  I 
''itpect,  too,  that  it  may  be  found  to  be  the  real  intention  of  the  Church  in  the  Rubric 
«o  often  referred  to."  p.  24.— Ed. 
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iiidiYidaal  Ministers, — ^biit  apparently  with  a  kind  of  concert,^^ — 
into  the  services  of  the  Chnrch  in  the  sister  country.  I  am  fai^py 
to  believe,  that  in  these  Dioceses  there  is  no  trace  of  such 
mischievous  fopperies.  If  they  appeared  in  ordinary  times  they 
might  only  deserve  to  be  censured  as  individual  frivolities ;  ex- 
hibitions of  that  uneasy  vanity,  which  in  common  life  leads  those 
who  are  harassed  by  a  craving  for  distinction,  and  who  have  no 
better  mode  of  attaining  it,  to  seek  it  by  eccentricities  in  dress,  or 
equipage,  or  deportment ; — only  &r  more  reprehensible  as  appearing 
in  God  s  Ministers,  and  in  His  house,  and  in  His  solemn  service. 

4.  But  ours  are  no  ordinary  times.  We  live  in  times  when  the 
design  of  unprotestantizing  the  National  Church  has  been 
openly  avowed  as  the  great  aim  of  the  most  active  party  in  the 
Church ;  and  when,  even  in  a  quarter  where  the  designs  of  the 
party  are  most  cautiously  spoken  of,  the  Church  of  Rome  is  repre- 
sented^  not  only  as  possessing  much  that  is  Catholic  in  common 
with  ourselves,  but  not  a  little  also,  of  which  the  Reformation  has 
divested  us,  and  which,  it  is  confessed,  there  is  a  longing  to  re^ppro- 
priats.  When  such  is  our  position,  and  when  these  novelties  in 
externals  are  brought  forward  by  the  party  who  have  already  done 
so  much,  and  who  publish  their  determination  to  do  whatever  more 
may  be  necessary,  to  accomplish  what  they  at  last  avow  to  be  their 
great  end ;  and  when,  finally,  these  Innovations  have  a  manifest 
tendency  to  assimilate  us  in  externals  with  the  Church  of  Rome — 


s  See  notes  2,  3,  p.  616,  supra. 

Singularities  in  dress  have  not  been  confined  to  the  Serriees  of  the  Chnrch.  WitnesB 
the  grotesque  figures  which  have  from  time  to  time,  of  late  years,  attracted  the 
attention  of  the  public  in  the  streets  and  Convocation  House  at  Oxford. 

An  attempt  has  also  been  made  towards  **  the  general  resumption  of  Ae  Caasock  by 
the  Clergy.**  It  was  gravely  proposed  that /|^jf  persons  should  simultaneously  assume 
this  garb  in  London  on  Afichaelmas  Day.  llie  Kxy.  Michael  Gathbrcols,  Editor  of 
the  C%uroh  Inieliiffencer,  put  down  his  name  as  '*  number  one,**  and  ^'  the  matter**  was 
said  to  be  "  in  a  fur  train.**  Much  discussion  followed  as  to  the  shape  and  material  of 
the  habit,  whether  it  should  be  "  double  or  nnffle-breasled/*  fastened  with  a  *'  Starinffle,'** 
" leapt  or  buttons.'**  It  was  to  be  <<  longer,**  Mr.  Gathkrcolb  informed  us,  ''for  the 
drawing-room  than  for  common  wear,  and  would  be  incomparably  more  convenient 
and  comfortable,  and  very  much  less  expensive  (ne)  than  our  present  dress,  for  any 
thing  might  be  worn  undir  the  Cassock,  which,  with  a  iimple  wMte  neckerehUf  teiihout 
any  oollar,  would  thus  far  complete  the  dress.  One  of  Mr.  Gatrkrcolb*s  corre- 
spondents states  that  his  "  shorter  Cassock,  for  daUy  use,  reaches  half-way  down  from 
his  knees  to  his  feet,  and  is  a  most  comfortable  dress  ;  the  larger  Cassock,  reaching 
nearly  to  the  feet,**  and  being  ^  better  adapted  to  solemn  occamons,  such  as  public 
worship,  visitations,  evening  society,  &c**  *<  Moreover,**  he  continues,**  my  Morning 
Cassock  is  not  of  silk,  but  of  a  strong  wooUen  stuff— a  sort  of  serge,  which  is  veiy 
cheap,  and  renders  this  by  far  the  cheapest  drees  a  poor  Curate  can  wear.  It  will  last 
twice  as  k)ng  as  a  black  coat,  and  costs  only  half  as  much,  besides  saving  the  waistcoat 
and  trow^rs,**  &c.  This  gentleman's  sash  is  *'  permanently  sewn  on  to  the  back,  and 
the  two  ends  fasten  together  with  hooks  and  eyes  (sie)  on  the  left  side  of  the  body.** 
Another  correspondent, "  An  Oaford  Bachelor,**  wnting  on  the  "  Feast  qfS^  Cyprian, 
1842,**  modestly  sugj^ts  that  "  a  petition  should  be  signed  to  the  Kshope  of  the 
Church,  begging  their  Lordships  to  enforce  observance  to  the**  74th  ''  Canon,**  to  the 
intent  that  ne  and  his  brethren  <*  who  wish  to  be  distinguished  from  SchiamatioB  and 
others,  as  Clergy  in  the  Holy  Catholic  Church  of  Chnst,**  might  <'  re-assume**  the 
'*  Clerical  Costume**  without  being  *'  made  the  victims  of  a  persecntioB**  !-.Bd. 


MB.    PAGKr^g   PIGTUBB   OF   THE   D180IPLBS.  625 

when  such  is  the  case,  I  do  not  think  that  any  one  who  does  not 
share  in  this  design,  and  desire  to  promote  it,  can  consistently 
imitate  any  of  the  practices  to  which  I  have  referred.  And  it  is, 
as  I  said,  with  nnmingled  satisfaction,  that  I  find  that  no  disposition 
has  been  evinced  among  us,  to  commit  any  of  these  irregular  re- 
appropriations  ;  or  to  adopt  any  of  these  devices,  novel  or  obsolete, 
for  the  decoration  or  dedecoration  of  sacred  edifices,  and  those  who 
minister  in  them. 

Bagot,  Bishop  of  Oxford. — 1842. 

27.  And  now,  since  nothing  can  be  more  unfair,  than  to  make 
the  teachers  responsible  for  the  proceedings  of  the  disciples,^  where 
the  latter  are  now  wholly  beyond  their  control,  I  would  say  a  few 
words  with  respect  to  those,  who,  as  you  know,  excited  my  fears 
heretofore,  and  have  since  in  some  instances  verified  them. 

28.  I  am  happy  to  say  that,  so  far  as  the  Parochial  Clergy  are 
concerned,  the  caution  which  I  felt  it  my  duty  to  give  at  my  last 
Visitation  with  respect  to  the  revival  of  obsolete  practices,  which 
were  calculated  to  give  ofience,  without  any  adequate  advantage 
resulting,  has  been,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ascertain,  at- 
tended to. 

29.  Of  course  questions  about  vestments  and  matters  of  a  similar 
description,  cannot  be  raised  without  much  higher  principles  being 
involved.  It  was  not  a  contest  whether  the  red  rose  or  the  white 
were  the  fairer  flower,  which  in  a  former  age  deluged  our  land 
with  blood.  These  were  but  the  outward  badges  of  the  strife  of 
political  opinions  within. 

30.  Still,  in  the  present  state  of  the  Church,  when  there  are 
already  such  miserable  divisions  among  us  with  respect  to  the 
essentials  of  Religion,  it  does  seem  to  me  worse  than  folly  in  those 


f  The  following  picture  of  these  unhappy  **  Disoiplea^  is  drawn  by  a  Masier^s  hand, 
being  the  work  of  Aw  Lardship'^s  Chaplain^  the  Rxv.  Francis  E.  Pagbt^  M.A.,  Beotar 

"  Churchmen  have  now  and  then  been  distressed  of  late  years  by  the  intolerable 
foUyof  disciples  of  the  Tractarian  School,  who,  in  their  vanity  and  lore  of  notoriety, 
haye  made  it  the  apparent  object  of  their  liyes  to  render  themselves  as  unlike  their 
neighbours  as  possible, — not  in  holiness,  self-devotion,  and  secret  (no)  acts  of  self- 
denial,  but  by  making  themselves  conspicuous  in  externals ;  bowing,  and  crossine,  and 
performing  all  maimer  of  notable  antics, — and  thereby  distracting  their  neighK>ur*B 
attention,  mstead  of  aiding  their  devotions ;  wearing,  not  crosses  oidy,  but  crttdjufee 
Tne^  as  conspicuously  as  possible ;  writing  notes  to  their  tailor  or  green-grocer,  and 
^tmg  them  ^  8L  Ethelburga^s  Day;  or  *  The  Mcrraw  qfihe  TranslaHon  qfthe  Bones  qf 
^*  Symphorosa  ;*  lighting  and  extinguishing  candles  at  their  prayers "  (as  taught  by 
tbe  Editor  of  Devotions  on  the  Passion  9  See  note  9,  p.  611,  supra,— Ei*.) ;  hitSng,  in 
soon,  upon  evexy  conceivable  singularity  that  seems  to  savour  of  Popery,  and  at  the 

8Mae  time  is  likely  to  direct  attention  to  themselves It  is,  of  course,  self- 

ti    f?*  *^*  ^^^^  persons  muet  be  among  the  weakest  of  the  weak, — very  well  Inten- 

wo  M  *^^*  ^*«w  ;  (siej  neither  more  nor  less.    They  may  damage  any  cause,  but 

ouiddo  honour  to  none :  and  in  all  probability  would  be  Miuometans  or  Mormonites, 

ere  Mahometanism  or  Mormonism  to  become  fashionable.  **-.?rarv^  qf  Berkinghoit. 

A  imctarian  Novel,  pp.  38,  39— Ed. 
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who  so  far  allow  their  zeal  to  master  their  judgment,  as  to  go  out 
of  their  way  to  create  fresh  causes  of  dissention,  by  giving  undue 
importance  to  things  indifferent,  and  even  of  questionable  yalue. 
And  besides,  those,  who  profess  to  be  guided  by  Catholic  principles, 
should  remember  that  one  of  the  first  principles  of  Gatholieism  is 
"  avev  Tov  hna-Koirov  fji/rjSkv  frpdaaeiv^  •  to  do  nothing  without 
Episcopal  sanction. 

31.  Qenerally  speaking,  indiscretions  such  as  I  have  alluded  to 
emanate  only  from  very  young  men;  and  such  persons  may  be 
quite  sure  that,  whatever  be  their  talents,  or  how  sincere  soever 
their  zeal,  there  cannot  but  be  great  defects  of  character  in  them — 
they  can  hardly  be  otherwise  than  self-confident,  or  vain,  or 
deficient  in  humility,  or  far  from  having  disciplined  minds . 

Pkpys,  Bishop  op  Worcesteb. — 1842. 
Vid$  Far.  26,  in  Chap.  III.,  and  Far.  37,  m  Chi^.  YI. 

•  Ignatius  ad  Trail.  §  2. 
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CHAAACTEB,    TENDENCY,    AND   EFFECTS   OF    THE    TRACTARIAN    MOVEMENT. 

WiUBON,  Bishop  of  Calcutta. — 1838. 
rUe  Par.  1,  in  Chap.  I. 

2.  It  is  to  me,  I  confess,  a  matter  of  surprise  and  shame,  that  in 
the  nineteenth  century  we  should  really  have  the  fundamental  posi- 
tion  of  the  whole  system  of  Popery  virtually  reasserted  in  the  bosom 
of  that  very  Church,  which  was  reformed  so  determinately  three  cen- 
turies since  from  this  self-same  evil,  by  the  doctrine,  and  labours, 
and  martyrdom  of  Cranmer  and  his  noble  fellow-sufferers. 

3.  What  I  are  we  to  have  all  the  fond  tenets  which  formerly 
sprung  from  the  Traditions  of  men  re-introduced,  in  however  modi- 
fied a  form,  amongst  us  I  Are  we  to  have  a  refined  Transubstan- 
tiation — the  Sacraments,  and  not  Faith,  the  chief  means  of  Sal- 
Tation — ^a  confused  and  uncertain  mixture  of  the  merits  of  Christ 
and  inherent  grace  in  the  matter  of  Justification — Remission  of 
sins,  and  the  new  Creation  of  Christ  Jesus,  confined,  or  almost  con- 
fined, to  Baptism — perpetual  doubt  of  Pardon  to  the  Penitent  after 
that  Sacrament — ^the  duty  and  advantage  of  self-imposed  Auste- 
rities— the  innocency  of  Prayers  for  the  Dead — and  similar  tenets 
and  usages  which  venerate  '*  a  spirit  of  bondage^  *  again  asserted 
amongst  us  t  And  is  the  paramount  authority  of  the  inspired 
Scriptures,  and  the  doctrine  of  the  Grace  of  God  in  our  Justification 
by  the  alone  merits  of  Jesus  Christ  which  reposes  on  that  authority, 
to  be  again  weakened  and  obscured  by  such  human  superadditions; 
and  a  new  edifice  of  "  will- worship,"  and  "  voluntary  humility," 
and  the  *'  rudiments  of  the  world,"  as  the  Apostle  speaks,  to  be 
erected  once  more  in  the  place  of  the  simple  Gospel  of  a  crucified 
Saviour?  My  language  is  strong,  my  Reverend  Brethren,  but  I  think 
you  will  a^ee  with  me,  that  it  is  not  too  strong  for  the  occasion. 
You  shall  judge  for  yourselves. 


*  I  oonfine  myself  to  topics  of  which  bo  dubious  intimations  haye  been  given.  I  say 
nothing  of  what  may  possibly  follow — the  prohibition  of  the  unfettered  use  of  the 
Bcriptnres — Fumtory — ^the  Veneration  of  Relics — ^Prayer  to  the  Viivin  Mary — the 
intercession  of  Saints— Works  of  Supererogation.— Monastic  Vows— .the  Celibacy  of 
the  Clergy^  &e.  &c 
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18.  All  this  is  but  too  natural.  The  false  principle  will  go  oo 
^^  eating  as  doth  a  canker,^'  if  things  proceed  as  they  now  do.  The 
inspired  Word  of  God  will  be  imperceptibly  neglected ;  and  the 
Traditions  of  men  will  take  its  place.  The  Church  will  supersede 
the  Bible.  The  Sacraments  will  hide  the  glory  of  Christ.  Self- 
righteousness  will  conceal  the  righteousness  of  God.  Traditions  and 
Fathers  will  occupy  the  first  place,  as  we  see  in  the  sermons  of  the 
chief  Roman  Catholic  authors  of  every  age,  and  Christ  come  next 
or  not  at  all ;  and  a  lowered  tone  of  practical  religion  will  come  in. 

19.  The  whole  system,  indeed,  goes  to  generate,  as  I  cannot  but 
think,  an  inadequate,  and  superficial,  and  superstitious  religion. 
The  mere  admissions  of  the  inspiration  and  paramount  authority  of 
Holy  Scripture  will  soon  become  a  dead  letter ;  due  humiliation 
before  God,  under  a  sense  of  the  unutterable  evil  of  sin,  will  be  less 
and  less  understood ;  a  conviction  of  the  need  of  the  meritorious 
Bighteousness  of  the  incarnate  Saviour,  as  the  alone  ground  of 
Justification,  will  be  only  faintly  inculcated  ;  the  operations  of  the 
Holy  Ghost  in  creating  man  anew  will  be  more  and  more  forgotten; 
the  nature  of  those  good  works  which  are  acceptable  to  Gh)d  in 
Christ  will  be  lost  sight  of;  and  *^  another  Gospel,^  framed  on  the 
Traditions  of  men,  will  make  way  for  an  apostacy  in  our  own 
Church,  as  in  that  of  Rome — ^unless,  indeed,  the  evangelical  piety, 
the  reverence  for  Holy  Scripture,  the  theological  learning,  and  the 
forethought  and  fidelity  of  our  Divines  of  dignified  station  and  esta- 
blished repute  at  home  interpose  by  distinct  cautions  to  prevent 
IT — as  they  are  beginning  to  interpose,  and  as  I  humbly  trust  they 
will  still  more  decisively  do ;  and  as  their  signal  success  in  the  in- 
stance of  Neological  theories  a  year  or  two  since,  may  well  encourage 
them  to  resolve  on. 

Sumner,  Bishop  op  Chester. — 1838. 

1.  Many  subjects  present  themselves,  towards  which  I  might  be 
tempted  to  direct  your  thoughts.  One  more  especially  concerns 
the  Church  at  present ;  because  it  is  daily  assuming  a  more  serious 
and  alarming  aspect,  and  threatens  a  revival  of  the  worst  evils  of 
the  Romish  System. 

2.  Under  the  specious  pretence  of  deference  to  Antiquity,  and 
respect  for  primitive  models,  the  foundations  of  our  Protestant 
Church  were  undermined  by  men  who  dwell  within  her  walls,  and 
those  who  sit  in  the  Eeformers'  seat  are  traducing  the  Reformation. 

3.  It  is  again  becoming  matter  of  question,  whether  the  Bible  is 
sufficient  to  make  man  wise  unto  salvation  ;  the  main  Article  of  our 
National  Confession — Justification  by  Faith,  is  both  openly  and 
covertly  assailed :  and  the  Stewards  of  the  Mysteries  of  God  are 
instructed  to  reserve  the  truths  which  they  have  been  ordained  to 
dispense,  and  to  hide  under  a  bushel  those  Doctrines  which  the 
Apostles  were  commanded  to  preach  to  every  creature. 
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4.  It  is  not  from  any  feelings  of  favour  towards  these  new 
Doctrines  that  I  do  not  add  my  voice  to  the  warnings  which  have 
been  already  raised,  and  ably  raised,  against  them.*  It  is  rather 
because  I  sincerely  believe  that  the  voice  of  warning,  however 
needful  elsewhere,  is  little  needed  here.*  We  may  regard  it  as  a 
compensation  for  urgent  and  laborious  duties,  that  the  business  of  a 
diocese  like  that  of  which  we  are  members,  leaves  no  time  for 
*^  fables  and  endless  genealogies,^  and  questions  which  are  not ''  of 
godly  edifying."'  We  have  too  much  to  do  with  realities  to  be 
drawn  aside  by  shadows. 

Bagot,  Bishop  of  Oxford. — 1838. 
Vide  Far.  1,  in  Chap.  XXI V.,  and  7>  in  Chap.  VI. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  op  Exeter. — 1839. 

ride  Par.  46,  in  Chap.  VIII. ;  Para.  46—67,  in  Chap.  XX. ;  6a-61,  in  Chap.  XV.  ; 
and  62,  in  Chap.  XVII. 

Pearson,  Dean  of  Salisbury. — 1839* 

15.  I  cannot  bring  myself  to  apprehend  much  danger,  at  this 
advanced  period  of  the  world,  and  in  this  enlightened  and  re- 
formed country,  of  the  extensive  prevalence  and  the  revived 
supremacy  of  that  corrupt  Church ;  except  as  the  result  of  the 
righteous  judgments,  and  the  inscrutable  counsels  of  the  Most 
High.  But  this  I  cannot  avoid  saying,  that,  while  I  fully  and 
frankly  acquit  the  pious  and  learned  writers  to  whom  these  re- 
marks are  intended  to  apply,  of  any  the  remotest  intention  to  bring 
us  back  to  the  wretched  and  degrading  bondage  of  that  un- 
scriptural  communion,  there  is  the  greatest  danger  of  accrediting  its 
pretensions  and  errors,  by  exhibiting  and  advocating  sentiments  and 
practices,  drawn,  indeed,  from  the  writings  of  Christian  antiquity, 
but  in  which  the  germs  and  first  principles  of  some  of  those  cor- 
niptions  may  not  obscurely  be  traced;  and,  what  is  more,  of 
superseding  the  supreme  and  sole  authority,  and  the  infinite  supe- 
riority and  incomparable  excellence  of  the  inspired  Volume ;  and  of 
"  teaching^'  and  receiving  "for  doctrines  the  commandments  of  men  ;'* 
of  forgetting,  denying,  or  explaining  away,  the  distinguishing 
principles  of  the  English  Reformation  ;  and,  above  all,  of  mistaking 

*  See  especially  BevdaHon  not  TVadiHonf  hy  Dr.  Shuttleworth  :  CapeB  on 
^^ff^eh  AtUkoriip :  Chaiges  by  Archdeacon  Browne  and  Mr.  Townsend. 


The  state  of  the  Diocese  of  Chester,  affords  an  unanswerable  refutation  of  the 
^lacy  that  it  is  useless  to  attempt  to  increase  the  efficiency  of  our  Church,  or  check 
uie  progress  of  Dissent,  on  any  other  than  Tractarian  principle8.«i— See  note  5,  p.  33, 
•ttpro, — Ed. 
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and  counteracting  the  very  nature  and  demgn  of  the  Gospel,  as  a 
dispensation  not  of  form  and  shadow,  but  of  substance  and  of 
power ;  not  of  works,  except  as  the  fruits  of  faith,  but  of  grace ; 
not  of  the  letter,  but  of  the  spirit ;  not  of  slayish  terror,  but  of  filial 
confidence  and  freedom  ;  not  "  of  meat  and  drink,  but  of  righteous- 
ness and  peace  and  joy  in  the  Holy  Ghost.^^ 

16.  There  is,  I  need  scarely  say,  nothing  new  in  the  yiews  which 
I  am  opposing ;  nor  is  there,  indeed,  any  thing  which  its  supporters 
would  more  indignantly  repudiate  than  the  imputation  of  novelty. 
It  is,  in  fact,  only  the  revival  of  a  system  often  refuted— derived 
essentially  from  Komanism,  and  consistent  with  its  intolerant  and 
exclusive  principles,  but  abhorrent  from  those  of  genuine  Chris- 
tianity, and  of  our  Reformed  Church  ;  which,  however  graced  and 
illustrated,  as  it  has  been,  by  some  great  and  venerable  names,  once 
contributed  to  deprive  the  Church  of  its  national  influence  and  of 
its  temporal  privileges,  and  which,  unchecked  and  predominant, 
would  too  surely  lead  to  the  same  unhappy  result ;  which,  though 
now  again  arrayed  in  the  attractive  and  imposing  form  of  primitive 
Christianity,  would,  ere  long,  degenerate  into  mere  ritual  and 
superstitious  observance,  and  cold  and  barren  orthodoxy  ;  and  once 
more  call  forth  the  spirit  of  irregular  and  enthusiastic  zeal,  to 
restore  amongst  us  the  neglected  truth,  and  the  decajdng  but  vital 
energy  of  the  Gospel. 

See  also  Par.  1,  in  Chap.  VI. 

Beresford,  Archbishop  of  Armagh.— 1841. 
Vide  Par.  5,  in  Chap.  XXI. ;  and  Extanaot,  p.  138,  supra. 

Carr,  Bishop  of  Bombay. — 1841, 
Vide  Par.  2,  in  Chi^  XVII. 

Wilson,  Bishop  of  Calcutta. — 1841. 
ordination   sbrmon*^ 

But  you  will  expect  me  to  say  something  concerning  India. 

I  am  full  of  fear ;  everything  is  at  stake.  There  seems  to  be 
something  judicial  in  the  rapid  spread  of  these  opinions.  If  they 
should  come  over  here,  and  pervade  the  teaching  of  our  Chaplains, 
the  views  and  proceedings  of  our  Missionaries,  our  friendly  relations 
with  other  boaies  of  Christians,  and  our  position  amongst  the 
Hindoos  and  Mahometans,  I-chalod^  the  ghry  is  depari^d^*  may  be 
inscribed  on  our  Church  in  India.  All  real  advances  in  the  con- 
version of  the  heathen  will  stop.     Our  scattered  Christian  flocks 

*  1  Sam.  iv.  21. 


<  See  note  4,  p.  32y  nfpro.— Ed, 
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w31  miss  the  sound  and  wholesome  nourishment  for  their  souls. 
Our  converts  will  quickly  dwindle  away  to  a  nominal  profession. 
Our  Native  Catechists  and  Missionaries  will  be  bewildered.  A 
scheme  which  substitutes  self  and  form  and  authority  of  office,  for 
-weight  of  Doctrine  and  activity  of  love,  will  be  eagerly  imbibed. 
The  spirituality  of  our  Missions  will  be  gone.  And  nothing  in  the 
whole  world  is  so  graceless,  as  the  eminent  G^rick^  once  observed, 
as  a  Mission  without  the  Spirit  of  Christ. — pp.  62,  63. 

Sumner,  Bishop  of  Ohbsteb. — 1841. 

Vide  Par.  4,  in  Chap.  I. ;  Pan.  6—11. 15,  in  Chap.  XIII.  *,  21-^,  in  Chap.  IX. ; 
and  27  in  Chap.  X. 

Maltbt,  Bishop  op  Durham. — 1841. 

3.  Without  further  pre£Eu;e,  then,  I  must  express  my  deep 
concern  that,  instead  of  employing  the  resources  of  their  piety  ana 
learning  to  heal  the  dissensions,  which  were  already  too  prevalent^ 
some  Members  of  our  Church  have  embarked  in  the  perilous  enter- 
prize  of  introducing  among  us  a  fresh  element  of  discord. 

4.  It  is  scarcely  necessary  for  me  to  state,  that  I  am  adverting 
to  some  recent  publications,  which  contain  opinions  bordering  at 
least  upon  those,  against  which  our  Reformers  strenuously  con- 
tended, and  at  leuffth  successfully  prevailed.  I  mean,  more  par- 
ticularly, such  as  relate  to  the  Doctrine  of  Transubstantiation,  and 

«to  the  authority  of  the  Fathers  asserted  in  the  inordinate  deference 
claimed  for  Tradition. 


See  also  Par.  7,  in  Chap.  III. ;  and  13,  in  Chap.  I. 

14.  But  in  auitting  this  very  unpleasant  subject,  it  may  not  be 
unseasonable,  if  I  add  a  few  general  remarks  upon  the  consequences 
of  misplaced  zeal.  For  indeed  there  is  scarcely  any  source,  from 
which  evil  may  flow  so  securely  and  spread  so  widely.  And  for 
this  obvious  reason,  that  it  takes  its  rise  in  good  intention.  Its 
admonitions,  therefore,  are  received  at  first  with  respect,  and  after- 
wards with  approbation.  And  often  does  it  happen  that  the 
mischief  which  it  creates  is  not  perceived  until  it  has  taken  such 
deep  root,  as  to  resist  every  eflbrt  to  remove  it.  For  the  same 
reason,  I  am  aware  of  the  difficulties  which  surround  every  vigorous 
endeavour  to  trace  its  origin  and  warn  against  its  consequences. 
The  zealot,  who  feels  secure  in  his  honesty  of  purpose,  complains 
that  he  is  treated  unjustly ;  while  others,  who  do  not  share  the 
same  extent  of  error,  still  think  that,  where  a  fault  is  only  in 
excess,  it  should  be  protected  by  the  excellence  of  the  motive. 
But  neither  of  these  parties  is  aware  of  the  deceitfulness  of  the 
human  heart ;  nor  how  unconsciously  feelings  of  pride  and  selfish- 
ness mix  themselves  up  with  designs  originally  good.    The  mere 
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love  of  Singularity ;  attachment  to  friends ;  the  importance  arising 
from  leading  a  party ;  nay,  the  very  spirit  of  opposition  engendered 
by  our  enfeebled  nature ; — all  concur  to  produce  the  desire  of  being 
noticed  for  something  new,  and  to  push  that  novelty  to  extremes.* 
16.  Your  own  observation,  my  Keverend  Brethren,  will  sog;gest 
to  you  various  ways,  in  which  a  zeal  of  the  kind  I  have  alloded  to 
at  once  fails  in  its  object,  and  aggravates  the  very  evil  which  it 
wishes  to  correct.  So  sensible,  indeed,  am  I  of  the  danger  which 
arises  from  exceeding  the  bounds  of  moderation  in  all  things, 
especially  such  as  are  connected  with  religion  and  morals,  that  I 
could  not  omit  this  opportunity  of  calling  your  attention  pointedly 
to  the  hazard  of  commencing  any  course  of  action  which  zeal  may 
prompt,  but  judgment  will  not  second.  We  shall,  therefore,  ail  of 
us  do  wisely,  if  we  continually  call  to  mind,  and  accustom  ourselves 
to  reduce  to  practice,  the  weighty  admonitions  of  the  Apostle. 
*'  See  that  ye  walk  circumspectly.  Let  your  moderation  ie  known 
unto  aU  men.  If  it  be  possible^  live  peaceably  with  all  menr— 
giving  no  offence  in  any  thing^  that  the  ministry  be  not  blamed!^ 
See  also  Pars.  9, 10,  in  Chap.  XX. 

Monk,  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and  Bristol. — 1841. 
Vide  Par.  1,  in  Chap.  I. ;  6,  in  Chap.  VIII. ;  7,  in  Chap.  XVIII. ;  9,  in  Chap.  V. 

BowsTBAD,  Bishop  op  Lichfield. — IS^l. 
Vide  Par.  6,  in  Chap.  XXIII. :  6,  in  Chap.  XXIV. ;  and  7,  in  Chap.  XIX. 

LoNOLET,  Bishop  of  Ripon. — 1841. 
Vide  Pars.  5, 5/3,  67,  in  Chap.  VI. 

Sdmner,  Bishop  op  Winchester. — 1841. 
Vide  Par.  3,  in  Chap.  XIII. ;  4,  in  Chap.  XVII. ;  8,  in  Chap.  VIII. ;  and  9,  in 

Chap.  XIX. 

10    And  lastly,  I  cannot  but  fear  the  conseqaences  for  the  cha- 

*  Among  other  instances,  which  may  he  remarked  in  the  present  day>  as  producing 
some  counterpoise  to  the  henefit  which  is  really  intended,  and  in  many  cases  effected, 
I  may  venture  to  mention  the  cause  of  Total  Abstinence,  and  the  Observance  of  the 
Sabbath.  Nothing  surely  can  be  more  laudable  than  the  wish  to  rescue  our  impro- 
vident brethren— aye,  and  sisters  too,  for  I  grieve  to  say  that,  in  the  lower  classes 
the  evil  is  not  confined  to  males— from  the  manifold  evils  of  intemperance  ;  but,  most 
especially,  from  the  debasing  and  noxious  habit  of  dram-drinking.  Yet,  excellent  as 
the  cause  is  in  itself,  and  pure  as  may  be  the  wish  of  supporting  it,  sometimes  it  is 
based  upon  arguments  so  unsound,  as  to  produce  their  own  refutation ;  or  pleaded  at 
times  and  in  a  manner  so  unseasonable,  as  to  provoke  opposition,  instead  of  winning 
conviction.  Again ;  every  one,  who  has  a  due  regard  for  religion,  must  be  fiill^  im- 
pressed with  the  necessity  of  devoting  one  day  in  seven  to  the  thought  and  duties  of 
religion ;  and  of  abstaining,  as  much  as  possible  on  that  day,  from  all  worldiv  business 
and  pleasure.  But  when  the  rigours  of  the  Mosaic  SabbaUi  are  attempted  to  be  en- 
mfted  on  the  Lord*s  Day  of  the  Christian ;  and  when  those  of  our  brethren,  who  are 
doomed  to  hard  toil  every  other  day  in  the  week,  are  grudged  even  the  wholesome  and 
necessary  refreshment  of  air  and  exercise,  the  law  we  would  so  enforce  becomes 
offensive  by  its  severity ;  and  a  disposition  is  created  rather  to  abstain  from  what  is 
right,  than  comply  with  what  appears  unreasonable. 
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racier,  the  efficiency,  and  the  very  truth  of  our  Church,  if  a  system 
of  teaching  should  become  extensively  popular,  which  dwells  upon 
the  external  and  ritual  parts  of  religious  service,  whilst  it  loses  sight 
of  their  inner  meaning  and  spiritual  life; — which  defaces  the 
brightest  glory  of  the  Church,  by  forgetting  the  continual  presence 
of  her  Lord,  seeming  in  effect  to  depose  Him  from  his  rightful  pre- 
eminence ;  which  speaks  of  the  Sacraments,  not  as  seals  and  pledges, 
but  as  instruments  of  salvation  in  a  justificatory  and  causal  sense ; 
not  as  eminent  means  of  grace,  inasmuch  as  ^^  faith  is  confirmed  and 
grace  increased  '*'*  in  them,  as  our  Article  speaks ; — ^not  as  that  they 
^'  be  not  only  badges  or  tokens  of  Christian  men^s  profession,  but 
rather  certain  sure  witnesses  and  effectual  signs  of  grace,^  as  our 
Article  speaks  again — ^but  as  if  they  were  the  only  sources  of 
Divine  grace,  to  the  exclusion  of  any  other ; — the  means — ths  keys 
of  the  kingdom  ;*  deprecating,  as  superstitious,  an  '^  apprehension 
of  resting  in  them,^f  and  investing  them  with  a  saving  intrinsic 
efficacy,  not  distinguishable  by  ordinary  understanding,  from  the 
opus  operatum;^ — which  tends  to  substitute,  at  least  in  unholy 

*  '*  The  keys  that  can  open  and  shut  the  ELingdom  of  Heaven,  we,  with  St  Chiy- 
Bostom,  call  the  knowledge  of  the  Scriptures ;  with  Tertullian,  the  Interpretation  of  the 
Law ;  with  Eusebiufl,  the  Word  of  God."— «/«to0/*«  Apohgy. 

t  AdvertUemerU  to  toI.  ii.  qf  Tracts  for  the  Timea^  p.  5. 

X  Hence  we  have  almost  embraced  the  Doctrine,  that  €k)d  conyeys  grace  only 
through  the  instrumentality  of  the  mental  energies,  that  is,  through  fSiuth,  prayer, 
active  spiritual  contemplations,  or  (what  is  called)  communion  with  God,  in  contra- 
diction to  the  primitive  view,  according  to  which  the  Church  and  her  Sacramenti  are 
the  ordained  and  direct  visible  means  of  conveying  to  the  soul  what  is  in  itself  super- 
natural and  unseen.  For  example,  would  not  most  men  maintain,  in  the  first  view  of 
the  subject,  that  to  administer  the  Lord's  Supper  to  infiEuits,  or  to  the  dying  and  insen- 
sible, (apparently  insensible — second  edition,)  however  oonsistentl)r  pious  and  believing 
in  their  past  lives,  (under  all  drcumstanoee,  and  in  every  conceivable  case — second 
edition)  was  a  superstition?  and  yet  both  practices  have  the  sanction  of  Primitive 
usage.  And  does  not  this  account  for  the  prevailing  indisposition  to  admit  that  Bap- 
tism conveys  Regeneration  ?  Indeed,  this  may  now  be  set  down  as  the  essence  of 
sectarian  Doctrine  (however  its  mischief  may  be  restrained  or  compensated  in  the  case 
of  individuals)  to  consider  Faith,  and  not  the  Sacraments  as  the  instrument  (the  proper 
instrument — second  edition)  of  Justification  and  other  Gospel  gifts.  "^-wit/etfTftwrnen/  to 
vol.  ii,o/rnirf». 

'^  As  well  might  we  pretend  the  Sacraments  are  not  necessary  to  Salvation,  while  we 
make  use  of  the  Offices  of  the  Liturgy  ;  for  when  God  appoints  means  of  grace,  they 
are  ikt  means.** — Advertisement  to  vol.  i.  of  Traets^  p.  3. 

''Had  he  been  taught  as  a  child,  ^t  the  Sacraments,  not  Preaching,  are  the 
sources  of  Divine  mce^^^-^Advertieement  to  voL  L  p.  4. 

**  Then  you  will  honour  us  with  a  purer  honour  than  you  do  now,  (many  men  do 
now-^edition,  1839,)  namely,  as  those  who  are  intrusted  (as  those  [if  I  may  say  so] 
who  are  intrusted— edition,  1839,)  with  the  keys  of  heaven  and  hell,  as  the  heralds  of 
mercy,  as  the  denouncers  of  woe  to  wicked  men,  as  intrusted  with  the  awful  and  mys- 
terious gift  of  making  the  Bread  and  Wine,  Christ*s  Body  and  Blood,  (mysterious 
privilege  of  dispensing  Ghrist^ft  Body  and  Blood — edition,  1839,)  as  fi^r  greater  than 
the  most  powemil  ana  the  wealthiest  of  men  in  our  unseen  strength  and  our  heavenly 
riches."— TVtkrf  10,  p.  4. 

''  Something  beyond  the  ministration  of  the  Word  is  committed  to  the  care  of  the 
Psston,  when  our  Lord  speaks  of  the  '  Keys  of  Heaven,*  viz.  the  Ministration  of  the 
Sacraments."— 7Vw<  35,  p.  1.  "  Compare  with  this  view  the  passage,  Matthew  xvi.  19, 
and  oomrare  with  it  also  the  view  of  our  Church,  which  will  not  be  suspected  of  under- 
valuing tbe  Sacraments ;  vet  the  language  of  the  Rubric  at  the  end  of  the  Communion 
of  the  Sick  is  as  follows:  'But  if  a  man,  either  by  reason  of  eztnmity  of  sicknesB,  &c. 
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minds,  for  the  worship  in  spirit  and  in  truth,  the  obserraCkice  of 
^^  days  and  months,  and  times  and  years  C — ^for  the  cheerful  obe- 
dience of  filial  love,  an  aspect  of  hesitation,  and  trouble  and  doubt; 
— ^for  the  freedom  of  the  Gospel,  a  spirit  of  bondage ; — ^for  the  ways 
of  pleasantness,  and  the  peace  which  passeth  all  understanding,  the 
yalley  of  Baca  and  a  body  of  death ; — ^which  works  out  salyatioD, 
indeed,  with  fear  and  trembling,  but  without  any  foretaste  of  the 
rest  that  remaineth  for  the  people  of  God,  and  without  joy  in  be- 
lieving. 

Bbrbsfobd,  Abchbishop  of  Armagh. — 1842. 

Vide  Par.  3,  in  Chap.  XXL 

Mant,  Bishop  op  Down  and  Connor,  and  Dromore. — 1842. 

Vide  Par.  1,  mChap.XX.;  17,  in  Chap.  VIII.  ;  Para.  20. 24^26,  in  Chap.  XX.; 
30—36,  in  Chap.  XXI. ;  and  37--49,  in  Chap.  XVIIL 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  of  Exktbr. — 1842. 
Vide  Pan.  41.-j68,  in  Chap.  XXL ;  and  Par.  69,  in  Chap.  VI. 

MuBGRAYB,  Bishop  of  Hereford. — 1842. 

Vide  Pars.  21,  22,  in  Chap.  XXVL  ;  23,  24,  in  Chap.  XXIV.;  Par.  44,  in  Chap. 

XIIL  ;  45,  in  Chap.  XV. ;  66,  in  Chap.  XXIV. ;  64,  in  Chap.  X. ;    71,  in 

Chap.  IX. ;  74,  in  Chap.  I. ;  Pan.  76.  78, 79,  in  Chap.  V. 

Knox,  Bishop  of  Limerick. — 1842. 

1.  In  making  a  few  observations  on  matters  connected  with  the 
general  interests  of  the  Church,  I  had  intended  to  treat  fully  on  a 
subject  which  appeared  to  be  a  great  and  fearful  evil,  calculated  to 
assimilate  truth  and  error,  and  to  mislead  the  unwary.  I  am, 
however,  thankful  to  say,  that  it  will  be  now  unnecessary  to  occupy 
your  time,  as  I  trust  and  hope  the  excitement  caused,  and  the  errors 
propagated,  are  fast  subsiding,^  and  that  the  wise  and  prudent  on 
both  sides  are  renouncing  the  violence  of  extreme  opinions,  and 

......     do  not  receive  the  Sacrament  of  Christ^  Body  and  Blood^the  Cnrate 

shall  instruct  him,  that  if  he  do  truly  repent  him  of  his  sins,  and  steadfii^stly  believe 
that  Jesus  Christ  hath  suffered  death  upon  the  cross  for  him,  and  shed  his  Blood  for 
his  redemption,  earnestly  remembering  the  benefits  he  hath  thereby,  and  giving  Him 
hearty  thanks  therefore,  he  doth  eat  and  drink  the  Body  and  Blood  of  our  Saviour 
Christ  profitably  to  his  soul^s  health,  although  he  do  not  receive  the  Sacrament  with 
his  mouth.  *^ — Propbssor  Scbolbfibld^s  Five  Sermontf  p.  119,  note  32. 


'  "  That  hope  has  unhappily  passed  away.** — Charge  of  the  Bishop  op  London, 
1842,  Par.  2,  p.  9,  mpra.-^ED. 


OF  THE  TBACTARIAN   MOTRMBNT.  636 

seeking  the  good  old  ways,  wherein  our  Fathers  in  the  Faith  walked 
before. 

3.  I  will  not,  my  Reverend  Brethren,  longer  delay  on  a  subject 
on  wKich  the  Irish  Church  is  little,  if  at  all  tainted.  As  a  body, 
they  stand  forward  on  this  as  on  every  other  occasion,  the  bulwarks 
of  the  truth — the  champions  of  pure  and  apostolic  faith.  Let  the 
words  of  the  Bishop  of  Exeter  suffice — "  That  as  the  publication  of 
these  Tracts  had  ceased,  the  excitement  which  thev  had  caused, 
would  likewise  cease,  and  that  the  Church  would  contmue  peaceably 
to  derive  benefit  from  what  was  good  in  them,  free  from  those  mis- 
chievous extravagances  which  the  admirers  of  them  had,  in  some 
places,  given  themselves  up  to.'' 

See  also  Par.  2,  in  Chap.  VL 

CoPLESTON,  Bishop  op  Llanoaff. — 1842. 

1.9.  It  was,  therefore,  with  pain  and  sorrow,  that  I  observed  the 
early  indication  of  that  evil,  which  almost  invariably  attends  the 
formation  of  what  must  be  called  a  school,  or  a  party,^  in  matters 
of  religion.  The  points  on  which  they  first  insist  are  soon  ex- 
hausted :  and  there  is  a  tendency,  unconsciously  perhaps  operating, 
to  provide  fresh  materials,  to  multiply  the  topics  of  animadversion^ 
to  exaggerate  their  importance,  to  enlarge  the  field  of  action,  to 
work  upon  feelings  that  have  once  been  moved,  and  to  engage  them 
in  some  new  direction :  till  at  length  the  older  lessons  begin  to  be 
slighted  or  forgotten,  although  still  infinitely  more  pregnant  with 
instruction,  and  more  momentous  than  those  which  have  superseded 
them  in  gaining  the  attention  of  the  day. 

20.  What,  for  instance,  can  more  strikingly  demonstrate  the 
danger  of  dwelling  upon  one  point,  however  essential,  till  it  acquires 
an  all-absorbing  power  over  the  mind,  than  the  case  which  these 


''^  Dr.  PusBYy  in  his  Letter  to  the  Archbithop  of  Canierbufy,  (p.  29,  note)  utterly  dis- 
claims the  existence  of  "  a  party."  **  It  is,  indeed,"  he  adds,  **  not  the  least  remark- 
able circumstance  in  the  present  restoroHon  of  our  Church,  how  little  of  the  ehander  of  a 
party  attaches  to  those  who  have  concurred  in  it."  Yet  we  find  Mr.  Froudb,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  movement,  not  only  quoting  **  the  Useful  Knowledge  Society  •• 
as  having  "  proved  that  the  poisoning  system  may  be  carried  on  by  a  Party;'*'*  but  speaking 
of  themselves  as  the  "  Apostoliealsy''  and  of  their  *' Association'*  as  "a  aMMptraw."— See 
Prouder  Hemains,  vol.  i.  pp.  317.  326.  329.  377-  390.  420.  Even  Mr.  Palmer,  in  his 
Narrative  of  EventSy  (p.  34,)  admits  that  "it  is  no  loneer  possible  to  conceal  from  them- 
Belves  the  growth  of  something  like  a  Party^*'  a  fact  of  ^ch  he  proceeds  to  give  the  most 
convmdng  evidence. 

Nor  have  such  expressions  been  confined  to  letters  and  pamphlets ;  they  have  found 
*oeir  way  into  the  Ptdpit.  During  a  recent  sojourn  on  the  ooast  of  Devon,  **my  ears 
were  stunned,"— to  use  Mr.  Ward's  expression,— with  such  "miserable  watchwords" 
in  tu  t/*'^^^^'***<>'«»  "  teach  so  and  so.  I  must  add  that  the  scenes  which  I  witnessed 
CO  t  **^***e  of  God,  on  the  occasions  to  which  I  refer,  were  more  than  enough  to  ac- 
fhenll?'  ^^  symptoms  of  dissatisfaction  and  disgust  which  are  beginning  to  muiifest 

®°^lvQ6  but  too  phunly  among  the  Uuty  of  the  Diocese  of  Etceter^^^D, 
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writingfs  acknowledge  to  have  occurred  within  their  own  sphere. 
A  distingnished  member  has  openly  Joined  the  Romish  Charch ; 
and,  thonffh  already  an  ordained  and  officiating  Priest,  has  sub- 
mitted to  oe  ordained  anew,  simply  on  the  ground  that  he  could 
not  reconcile  the  Unity  of  the  Church,  as  answering  to  its  types  in 
the  Old  Testament,  except  by  admitting  the  Supremacy  of  the 
Papal  See.*  Yet  the  prodigious  enormities  of  that  See,  in  doctrine, 
in  discipline,  and  in  profane  practice,  are  not  only  not  denied  by  his 
former  associates,  they  are  set  forth  in  all  their  extrayagance  and 
atrocity,  and  are  even  admitted  to  be  more  flagrant  now  than  when 
our  Church  on  that  account  renounced  her  authority,  and  prac- 
tically withdrew  from  her  Communion. 

40.  What  the  tendency  of  all  this  is,  if  the  history  of  the  last 
age  has  not  sufficiently  instructed  us,  the  experience  of  the  present 
age  too  plainly  shews.  It  has  ever  been  the  policy  of  Bome  to  pro- 
vide this  species  of  allurement,  adapted  to  minds  of  a  devout  tem- 
perament, as  well  as  to  captivate  the  worldly-minded  and  the 
vulgar  by  imposing  Ceremonies.  All  are  thus  alike  tempted  by 
what  is  to  each  the  most  attractive  bait.  All  errors,  whether  of 
credulity,  or  superstition,  or  fanaticism,  are  not  only  tolerated,  but, 
if  held  in  conjunction  with  her  Creed,  are  sanctioned^  and  are  em- 
ployed as  means  of  increasing  the  number  of  her  votaries,  and  of 
insuring  their  blind  submission.  The  devout  but  inexperienced 
mind,  thus  flattered  and  encouraged  in  its  favourite  propensity,  is 
easily  brought  to  think  our  Form  of  Worship  insufiicient ;  and  after 
much  tormenting  doubt  and  perplexity,  seeks  relief  at  last  in  that 
Communion  which  not  only  indulges  its  weakness,  but  assures  it 
that  under  her  guidance  and  authority  it  cannot  err;  and  this 
desperate  resolution  once  made,  there  is  no  retreat. 

41.  This  disease  of  the  soul,  under  whatever  form  or  denomination 
it  may  be  classed,  is  essentially  the  same.  In  a  work  published 
about  the  middle  of  the  last  century,  entitled,  "  The  Enthusiasm  of 
Methodists  and  Papists  compared,  ^'f  a  multitude  of  striking 
parallelisms  are  exhibited,  intended  to  guard  the  Church  against 
the  rising  sect,  and  using  the  example  of  Popery  as  an  acknow- 
ledged standard  of  error,  by  which  the  nature  of  the  other  might 
be  illustrated,  and  its  dangerous  tendency  exposed.     In  the  present 

*  Such  is  the  account  Dr.  Pusey  gives  of  Mr.  Sibthorp^s  seceBmon.  ^*  In  studying 
the  types  of  the  Old  Testament,  he  found  the  Unity  of  the  Church  prominent,  m  a 
degree  in  which  it  is  not  in  thui  day  fulfilled^  unless  the  Roman  C<mimunion  be  <b 
Churchy  and  therefore  he  joined  it^*  Dr.  Puse^  goes  on  to  controvert  his  rea- 
floningy  by  shewing  that  holiness  is  even  more  distmt^y  foretold  as  a  characteristic 
of  the  Church  than  Unity  ;  and  as  holiness  may  be,  and  is,  imperfect  in  the 
Church  of  these  days,  why  may  not  Unity  P—iHiMj^V  Letter  to  (he  ArcMMop  cf  CoMtfr- 
hwry^  p.  23.  Dr.  Pusey'd  reasoning  may  be  oonolusiye  as  an  argmmOvm  ad  AomtMm, 
but  it  leases  untouched  Mr.  Sibthorp's  error,  in  supposing  that  the  Unity  of  tMe 
Church  requires  or  implies,  tn  amp  sense,  the  subjection  of  the  Church  to  one 
human  goyemor ;  an  error  which  seems  to  have  been  the  main  cause  of  the  long 
acquiescence  of  European  Christendom  in  the  Papal  pretensions. 

t  By  Biiihop  Lavington,  of  Exeter. 
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age,  the  order  of  the  lesson  might  be  inverted.  Of  the  evils  of 
sectarian  enthusiasm  we  have  had  abundant  proof ;  and  they  may 
now  be  held  up  as  a  beacon  light,  guarding  men  against  an  approach 
to  that  more  seductive,  and  I  may  add  more  fatal,  danger,  to  which 
these  rash  teachers  are  exposing  the  younger  members  of  our 
Church.  They  seem  to  think  it  enough,  here  and  there  to  protest 
against  certain  Popish  corruptions ;  but  they  love  to  lead  their  dis- 
ciples to  the  very  confines  of  that  treacherous  ground — they  en- 
courage a  taste  and  a  liking  for  the  prospect — they  study  to  make 
its  boundaries  less  distinct  and  perceptible,  and  they  seem  intent 
upon  smoothing  the  way,  and  affording  facilities  for  passing  on  from 
our  own  side  to  the  other. 

42.  If  this  be  not  dangerous  to  the  purity  of  our  Church,  and  of 
the  faith  which  has  been  established  among  us  by  the  blood  of 
Martyrs,  it  is  hard  to  say  what  is ;  and  if  it  be  reconcilable  with 
that  allegiance  to  which  all  her  Ministers  have  over  and  over  pledged 
themselves,  then  have  we  cleansed  our  sanctuary  in  vain. 

43.  But  1  entertain  good  hope  that  the  reality  of  the  danger, 
evidenced  as  it  is  from  day  to  day  by  the  fruits  of  this  delusion, 
and  denounced  from  authority  by  those  who,  far  from  being  pre- 
judiced against  the  writers,  were  amongst  their  earliest  friends  and 
favourers,  will  work  that  conviction  which  reasoning  alone  seldom 
brings  to  a  mind  warmed  with  fancied  discoveries  in  religion. 

See  also  Par.  37^  in  Cbap.  XX. ;  Para.  38,  39,  in  Chap.  VI.  ;  and  Par.  57. 
in  Chap.  XXVI. 

Blomfield,  Bishop  op  London. — 1842. 

Vid€  Pars.  14,  16,  in  Chap.  XXI. ;  16, 17.  63,  in  Chap.  XVIII. ;  and  52.61.  70, 

in  Chap.  XX. 

Mountain,  Bishop  op  Montreal. — 1842. 
Vide  Pars.  14—17,  in  Chap.  XVIII. 

O'Brien,  Bishop  of  Ossory,  Ferns,  and  Lbighlin. — 1842. 

Vide  Pan.  92.  94_96.  100.  111.  122.  126. 141.  153, 154.  150—162,  in  Chap.  IV. 

Bagot,  Bishop  op  Oxford. — 1842. 

36.  Further; — the  rude,  unthinking,  and  unjustifiable  manner 
in  which  some  have  allowed  themselves  to  speak  of  the  Reformation, 
has  a  direct  tendency  to  produce  that  frame  of  mind  which  under- 
estimates the  intolerable  evils  and  errors  of  the  Romish  system, — 
which  slurs  over  its  defects,  conceals  its  guilt,  and  thereby  inclines 
the  doubting,  the  thoughtless,  the  self-willed,  the  half-educated,  to 
listen  to  the  suggestions  of  those  who  offer  them,  in  communion 
With  the  Roman  obedience,  the  unity  which  they  long  for,  and  the 
support  of  a  guide  who  claims  to  be  infallible. 
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37.  And  let  no  one  think,  that  this  is  an  imaginary  evil,  or  that 
there  is  no  danger  at  the  present  time  of  a  secession  from  our  ranks 
to  those  of  Rome.  There  is  very  great  dan^fer,  very  imminent 
danger,  one  that  it  behoves  ns  to  look  steadily  m  the  face,  and  be 
prepared  for.  I  do  not  mean  that  I  anticipate  any  defection,  mj 
Reverend  Brethren,  from  those  of  our  own  profession  :®  I  trnst  and 
believe,  that  the  Clergy  generally  are  too  tally  persuaded  in  theii 
own  minds  that  the  Church  in  which  they  exercise  their  Ministry 
has  all  the  marks  of  a  branch  of  the  true  Church,^  to  make  them 
have  a  thought  or  a  wish  beyond  it.  And  I  see  nothing  in  a  few 
sad  cases  which  have  occurred  of  late,  to  make  me  change  my 
opinion.  When  persons  of  not  very  strong  minds  find  that  extreme 
opinions  on  one  side  are  erroneous,  they  commonly  run  into  those 
of  an  opposite  description.  When  they  have  made  the  discovery 
that  Calvinism  is  unsafe  ground  to  stand  upon,  they  condude  that 
Romanism  is  the  only  thing  which  can  afibnl  them  the  sure  footing 
they  require.  The  Puritans  believed  that  the  contradictory  of 
Popery  was  purity  of  faith.  This,  of  course,  was  a  great  error,  and 
has  been  repudiated;  but  error  is  multiform,  and  the  danger  now  is 
lest  persons,  who  have  originally  been  leavened  with  Puritanical 
tenets,  should,  on  finding  their  error,  rush  to  the  other  extreme, 
and  take  it  for  granted  that  what  is  nearest  to  Popery  is  nearest  t<> 
truth. 

38.  My  fears,  however,  as  I  have  already  observed,  are  not  with 
respect  to  the  Clergy,  but  to  the  risiqg  generation.  The  religioos 
movement  of  the  last  ten  years  has  been  gradual :  those  who  hare 
most  contributed  to  it,  seem  rather  to  have  been  led  on  from  one 
opinion  to  another,  than  to  have  seen  from  the  first  whither  they 
would  advance,^  or  to  have  started  with  any  definite  system;  we, 
therefore,  my  Reverend  Brethren,  have  had  more  opportunity  to 
view  things  calmly  and  dispassionately. 

39.  But  with  respect  to  young  persons  this  can  hardly  be  said  to 
be  the  case.  With  all  the  impetuosity  and  self-confidence  of  yootn 
about  them, — ^reckless  of  consequences,  and  full  of  exagg«ra*^ 
notions  of  the  rights  of  private  judgment, — ^they  find  themselves  in 
the  midst  of  a  controversy,  which  has  brought  many  older  persons-- 
persons  of  the  highest  talents  and  deepest  religious  feelings,— i^w 
a  miserable  state  of  doubt  and  disquietude. 

40.  They  see,  on  all  sides,  a  spirit  at  work,  which  nothing  human 
can  quell :  there  is  a  desire  for  unity  and  Catholic  privileges  ^^^^ 
interests  them ;  and  they  observe  the  persecuting  unchristian  spin^j 
in  which  many  act  and  write  who  oppose  themselves  to  the  present 


«  Of  the  TVtwrfy/oitr  converts  who  have  already  seceded,  through  T»«tori«nj^  ^ 
Fopety,  Fourtom  were  Members  of  the  University  of  Oxford^  and  Eight  Osrff^^ 
the  Establishment.     See  Appendix  H. — Ed.  .   .^. 

»  Me.  Newman's  Semuma  on  Svhjecta  of  the  Day  were  not  published  when  !>»  ^^ 
ship  delivered  this  Charge.    See  note  7y  p.  114,  wpra^^J^B* 

>  See  note  3,  p.  123,  ttipm.— Ed. 
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movement.^  With  the  generosity  which  is  natnral  to  their  time 
of  life,  they  are  disposed  to  take  part  with  those  whom  they  think 
hardly  treated  ;^  and  then,  perhaps,  in  place  of  giving  themselves  up 
to  the  Church  system  and  so  becoming  practically  letter  than  they 
were  before, — ^humble,  diffident^  self-disciplined,  thankfiil  for  the 
blessings  they  possess, — the^  become  mere  talkers,  perhaps  even 
irreverent  declaimers  on  subjects  which  are  too  hard  for  them,  or 
which,  at  any  rate,  they  are  too  ignorant,  if  not  too  shallow,  to 
view  in  all  their  bearings.^ 

41.  Meanwhile  Rome  has  her  eye  upon  them;  and,  adapting 
herself  to  their  tone  of  mind,  represents  her  creed,  not  as  it  is,  but 
as  they  wish  it  to  be.  She  keeps  what  is  essentially  Popish  as 
much  as  possible  in  the  back-ground;  brings  what  is  Catholic 
prominently  forward ;  and  so  in  the  end  wins  them  over  to  her 
side,  because  they  are  too  impatient  to  learn  that  the  middle  way 
of  truth,  the  way  of  the  English  Church,  is  as  far  removed  from 
Popery  on  the  one  side,  as  from  Puritanism  on  the  other. 

42.  I  must,  therefore,  exhort  you,  my  Reverend  Brethren,  that, 
as  on  all  other  accounts,  so  especially  on  this,  you  extend,  at  the 
present  time,  a  double  measure  of  care  and  watchfulness  towards 
the  younger  members  of  your  flock. 

[I  feel  also  bound  to  sa]^,  that  the  authors  of  the  Tracts  have 
seemed  to  me  far  too  indifferent  to  the  discord  and  distraction 
which  their  actions  and  their  writings  have  caused;  thereby 
huHTing  on  a  crisis,  from  the  acceleration  of  which  nothing  is  to  be 
hoped,  and  every  thing  to  be  feared.] 

See  Par.  24,  in  Cap.  VI. 

Denison,  Bishop  of  Salisbubt. — 1842. 
See  Par.  1,  in  Chap.  I.  ;  and  Para.  7,  8,  in  Chap.  XVIII. 

PsABSON,  Dean  of  Salisbury. — 1842. 

12.  It  will,  perhaps,  be  in  your  recollection,  my  Reverend 
Brethren,  that,  in  my  observations  upon  this  subject  at  my  last 
Visitation,  I  felt  bound  to  state  ^^  that,  on  the  subject  of  Tradition, 
either  as  forming,  as  it  is  asserted,  together  with  Holy  Scripture, 
the  joint  Rule  of  Faith,  or  as  being  its  only  just  and  legitimate 
interpreter, — on  the  Doctrine  of  the  Sacraments,  as  almost  the 
exclusive  and  necessarily  efficient  channels  and  means  of  grace, — 
on  the  forgiveness  of  Sin  after  Baptism, — on  the  grand  Article  of 
Justification  by  Faith, — on  Reserve  in  the  communication  of 
Divine  Truth, — on  some  inferences  drawn  from  the  Gonstitution  of 


*  See  note  4,  p.  135,  «tipra._ED.        s  See  notes  4,  6,  6,  pp.  142, 143,  iupra — Ed. 

*  See  the  uctore  of  tne  Disciples,  drawn  by  his  Lordship^s  Chaplain^  the  Rbt. 
Francis  C,  Paost,  note  8,  p.  626,  Miprdb^Eo. 
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the  Church, — and  on  the  due  estimation  of  Ecclesiastical  Rites  and 
Observances, — the  authors  of  the  Tracts  in  question  appeared  to 
me  to  hold  tenets  and  opinions  opposed  to  Holy  Scripture,  and  to 
the. genius  of  Christianity,  and  at  variance  with  the  sound  and 
authoritative  principles  of  the  reformed  Church  of  England.'"  ^ 

13.  When  I  add  that,  at  the  period  when  these  words  were 
addressed  to  you,  the  last  and  most  celebrated  number  of  the 
Oxford  Tracts,  in  which  an  ingenious  and  elaborate  attempt  is  made 
to  reconcile  subscription  to  the  Thirty-nine  Articles,  with  the 
adoption,  under  the  name  of  Catholic  truth,  of  the  veir  errors  of 
the  Bomish  Church  which  those  Articles  were  intended  to  coun- 
teract and  condemn,  had  not  been  published,  you  will  not  be 
surprised  to  find,  that  the  objections  which  I  then  expressed  against 
the  system  maintained  in  those  Tracts,  instead  of  being  diminished, 
are  considerably  strengthened  and  confirmed. 

46.  My  contest  with  them  is  not  so  much  as  to  the  extent  of 
their  influence,  whatever  it  may  be,  or  the  amount  of  their  success, 
so  far  as  it  may  have  proved  beneficial,  as  with  regard  to  the  quality 
of  their  instructions,  and  the  tendency  of  their  proceedings ;  and 
my  contention  and  my  conviction  is  this — that,  by  admitting  ay^zb^ 
principle  respecting  the  Rule  of  Faith,  they  have  introduced  and 
accredited  a  system  of  religion,  resembling  indeed,  to  a  certain 
extent,  what  is  ancient,  but  at  variance  at  once  with  the  inspired 
standard  of  Primitive  Christian  truth,  and  with  the  Reformed  Doc- 
trine of  our  Church ;  and  productive  of  effects  specious  and  ex- 
ternally fair,  and  commendable  in  the  eyes  of  men,  rather  than  of 
what  is  sound  and  spiritual,  and  really  profitable  to  mankind. 

47.  We  find,  therefore,  in  the  publications,  and  in  the  disciples 
of  this  School,  loud,  and  doubtless  needful  calls  to  repentance,  but 
not  always  directed  to  the  objects,  and  encouraged  by  the  motives, 
inculcated  by  the  Evangelists  and  Apostles,  and  by  the  Reformers 
of  our  Church:  exhortations,  just  and  edifying  when  accompanied 
by  due  discrimination  and  warning,  to  the  frequent  communion  of 
the  Lord's  Supper ;  but  not  always  requiring  that  individual  and 
personal  exercise  of  faith  and  spiritual  regard  to  the  crucified 
Saviour,  without  which  the  symbols  of  his  Blessed  Body  and  Blood 
are  received  in  vain ;  the  studied  depreciation  of  Preaching,  and 
even  of  readijig  the  Word  of  God,  and  a  scrupulous  and  minute 
attention  to  Forms  and  Ceremonies,  some  of  which  are  trifling  and 
obsolete,  without  a  due  estimation  of  the  importance  of  reading  and 
hearing  that  inspired  Word,  and  without  a  wakeful  remembrance 
of  the  characteristic  principle  of  Christianity,  that  "  God  is  a  Spirit, 
and  that  they  who  worship  him,^  acceptably,  "  must  worship  him 
in  spirit  and  in  truth.'*' 

•  Charge  in  1839,  p.  27.* 


^  See  Par*  8,  p.  153*  w^m».*£D. 
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48.  We  find  them  exalting  very  highly  the  privileges  of  the 
Church,  and  the  power  of  her  Ministers ;  bat  sometimes  forget- 
ting that  the  one  are  dependent  on  the  character  and  disposi- 
tions of  her  members,  and  that  the  other  are,  after  the  example 
of  the  Apostle,  to  preach  '^  not  themselves,  bat  Christ  Jesus  the 
Lord,  and  themselves  their  servants  for  Jesus^  sake;^^  extolling 
the  glory  of  the  ancient  Church,  much  of  which  was  dazzling 
rather  than  intrinsic,  and  earthly  rather  than  divine ;  and  asserting 
the  superiority  in  some  respects  even  of  Romanism  itself,  and  un- 
gratefully and  unjustly  disparaging  and  depreciating  the  Endish 
Reformation,  and  the  characters,  labours,  and  writings  of  its  most 
distinguished  founders,  witnesses,  and  defenders. 

49.  In  these  features  of  the  Traditional  School  of  Divinity,  I 
trace  not  any  close  resemblance  to  that  pure  and  Primitive  Chris- 
tianity *'*'  which,^^  as  the  Apostle  assures  us,  ''  at  the  first  began  to 
be  spoken  by  the  Lord,  and  was  confirmed  unto  us  by  them  that 
heard  Him,  God  also  bearing  them  witness,  both  with  signs  and 
wonders,  and  divers  miracles,  and  gifts  of  the  Holy  Ghost,^  by  whose 
gracious  inspiration  they  recorded  it  in  the  New  Testament,  "for 
obedience  to  the  faith  among  all  nations  ;^  and  which,  rescued  from 
the  Ignorance,  the  superstitition,  and  the  corruption  of  ages,  was 
restored  and  embodied  in  the  Reformed  Liturgy  and  primitive 
polity  of  the  Church  established  in  these  realms.  Of  this,  I  will 
only  say,  that  it  exhibits,  like  the  Divine  system  which  it  enshrines 
and  preserves,  that  which  a  great  statesman*  of  a  former  age 
justly  styled  "the  perfection  and  glory  of  human  nature,*"  true 
religion ;  ^^  an  active  vital  principle  of  faith,^  unsullied  by  the  su- 
perstition which  debases,  and  the  irreverence  which  degrades  it ; 
which  speaks  peace  to  the  troubled  conscience,  and  inspires  the 
penitent  with  hope;  which  afibrds  full  scope  to  the  sublimest 
exercises  of  faith  and  love,  yet  requires  and  ensures  the  principles 
of  holiness,  and  the  practice  of  every  moral  and  social  virtue;  which 
is  equally  the  friend  and  supporter  of  freedom,  rightly  so  called,  and 
the  avenger  of  licentiousness  and  disorder ;  which,  while  asserting 
her  own  primitive  constitution,  and  desiring  its  universal  extension, 
is  contented  to  leave  other  communities  to  stand  or  Ml  by  the  un- 
erring decisions  of  their  own  Master ;  which  prefers  truth  to  the 
sacrifice  of  any  portion  of  that  sacred  deposit  to  the  morbid  craving 
for  hollow  and  unholy  union,  and  patiently  waits  and  prays  for  the 
fuller  development  of  the  one,  and  the  universal  attainment  of  the 
other.  Of  such  a  religion  and  such  a  communion  I  would  fervently 
pray  with  the  Venetian  patriot  of  old,  "  esto  perpetua !" 

See  also  Par.  66^  in  Chap.  XXVI. 

Thiblwall,  Bishop  op  St.  David^s. — 1842. 
17   But  to  many  persons  all  that  I  have  been  hitherto  saying  on 

*  Lord  Chatham. 
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this  subject  will  probably  appear  quite  foreign  to  what  they  regard 
as  the  main  question  :  that  is,  whether  errors  have  not  been  naain* 
tained  within  the  Chureh,  by  some  of  her  authorized  teachers, 
which  are  so  clearly  subrersive  of  the  fundamental  Articles  of  her 
Faith,  that  they  cannot  be  safely  tolerated. 

1 8.  The  question,  it  must  be  observed,  is  not  as  to  the  abeolate 
and  exact  coincidence  of  every  thing  that  has  been  advanced  with 
the  Doctrine  of  the  Church,  but  as  to  the  amount  and  importance 
of  any  supposed  departure  from  it :  not  whether  statements  have 
been  made,  which  are  not  fully  borne  out  by  her  authentic  language, 
but  whether  any  such  as  are  essentially  inconsistent  with  her  vital 
principles :  so  far  exceeding  the  just  limits  of  private  speculation, 
as  to  violate  the  terms  of  communion,  and  to  render  those  who  per- 
sist in  them  guilty  of  a  breach  of  their  most  solemn  ministerial  en- 
gagements.^ Much  may  have  been  said  that  ma}'  demand  very 
earnest  attention,  that  may  be  a  fit  subject  for  warning  or  censure; 
but  if  it  stop  short  of  this  point,  it  ought  not  to  disturb  the  peace  of 
the  Church,  but  may  be  safely  left  to  await  the  issue  of  free  dis- 
cussion. I  must  own  that  I  have  hitherto  met  with  nothing  to 
convince  me,  that  matters  have  been  brought  to  such  a  melancholy 
extremity.  It  would  manifestly  be  both  impracticable  and  nnsea- 
sonable  to  enter  at  large  into  the  grounds  on  which  my  judgment 
has  been  formed :  but  1  will  offer  a  few  observations  on  some  of  the 
subjects  with  regard  to  which  others  seem  to  have  been  led  to  aa 
opposite  conclusion. 

68.  I  will  add  but  one  word  before  I  drop  the  subject.  It  has 
been  alleged  as  an  objection  against  the  Movement  which  gave  rise 
to  this  Controversy,  that  its  tendency  is  directly  counter  to  the  spirit 
of  the  age,  and  betrays  that  its  authors  have  been  misled  by  a  blind 
antipathy,  which  prevents  them  from  discerning  between  the  good 
and  the  evil  in  the  character  of  their  own  times.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  fact  warrants  the  inference :  but  doubtless  so  to  set 
ourselves  above  the  spirit  of  our  age,  would  be  no  less  foolish  and 
blameable  than  the  idolatrous  admiration  which  bows  to  it  as  infal- 
libly wise,  and  perfectly  good.  I  would  only  observe  that  if  such 
be  the  real  nature  of  the  movement,  there  can  be  little  reason  for 
alarm  about  its  progress.  It  is  as  if  one  should  dread  a  series  of 
encroachments  on  the  bed  of  the  sea,  because  an  attempt  has  been 
somewhere  made  to  shut  it  out  by  a  dike. 

See  «l80  Par.  2,  in  Chap.  I. ;  and  Pars.  7f  8,  in  Chap.  V I. 

Pepys,  Bishop  op  Worcester. — 1842. 
Vide  Par.  25,  hi  Chap,  XXII. ;  27,  in  Chap.  XY I. ;  and  37,  in  Chap  VI. 

'  Be«  note  8^  p.  603,  «»pfti.-i-£i>. 
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\*  I  dose  this  chapter  with  th«  foUowing  eloquent  passage  from  Profbssor  Gab- 
BSTT^B  Bampion  Lectures  .*-* 

**  The  sjTBtem  is  Romanism ;  not  partially,  bat  essentially  ;  not  ^i  Romanism,  in- 
deed, as  historical  recollections  have  expressed  it,  or  as  the  conclusions  of  reason  have 
demonstrated  it  to  be  ;  not  Romaniam  m  ali  its  palpiU>Ie  and  revolting  incongruities  to 
the  heart  and  understanding.  But — Romanism,  as  it  has,  in  all  ages,  represented  it- 
self to  the  younff  and  to  the  devout — Romanism,  as  it  is,  when  purified  by  elevated 
feelings,  and  mmds  originally  trained  in  Scripture  truth— Romanism,  as  it  combines 
with  itself  all  that  is  grand  and  beautiful  in  art,  specious  in  reason,  and  seductive  in 
sentiment— Romanism,  which  may  be  safe,  in  those  scripturally  trained  minds,  who 
have  presented  it  to  themselves  and  to  the  world  in  tins  beautified  shape — but  Ro- 
manism, still  perverting  the  truth  of  the  Gospel  while  it  decorates  it — Romanism, 
which  though  it  looks  pktemally  and  benignly  in  the  amiable  spirits  of  its  present  ad- 
vocates, involves  principles  ever  fatal  to  human  liberty  and  progression — Romanism, 
with  the  establishment  of  whose  theory  the  Articles  of  the  Church  of  England  cannot 
coexist,  and  whose  unseen  and  unavowed  operations  in  praotke  will  paraliza  her  spi- 
ritual power,  and  destroy  the  Church  of  Christ,  by  substituting  human  forms  for  her 
Prophet,  Priest,  and  KmfLy—Bampton  Lectures,  1842.  Lect.  8.  Part  2.  p.  502. 

In  addition  to  the  Pubhcations  already  quoted  in  the  foregoingpages,  the  reader  will 
find  much  valuable  information  as  to  the  real  character  of  the  Tractarian  Movement 
hn.— Letters  on  iheTendency  of  the**  Tracts  for  the  Thnes,^*  by  the  Ykrv  Rxvbrxnd  Ed. 
N.  HoABB,  A.M.,  Dean  of  Achonry ;  The  Tendency  of**  Church  Principles,^  so  catted, 
to  Bomanism  ;  proved  and  iUustrated  from  the  recent  Pamphlet  of  the  Rev,  W,  Palmer, 
and  from  Dr,  Hook's  **  Church  Dictionary^*^  hy  ihe  Rbv.  F.  Closb,  A.M.,  Incumbent  of 
Cheltenham ; — T%e  Divine  Wammg  to  the  CSnirch  at  this  Timet  of  our  present  Enemies, 
Dangers,  and  Duties,  and  as  to  our  future  Prospects,  by  the  Rbv.  Edward  Bickbr- 
STBTH,  M.  A.,  Rector  of  Watton,  Herts ;— 7%«  most  aneient  and  the  most  modem  Oppo" 
sition  to  Christian  Truth  centred  ;  a  Sermon  preached  h^ore  the  University  qf  Oj^ord, 
on  St,  Stephen's  Day,  1841,  by  the  Rbv.  G.  A.  Jacob,  M.A.,  of  Worcester  CoUege  ; — 
A  few  R^narks  on  the  Idolatrous  Tendency  qf  some  Parts  qf  the  Otford  Tracts,  bt  A 
Churchman  ;  and.  The  Question  **  Is  Traetarianism  or  Protestantism  True  Catholicism  9** 
bri^  considered,  in  a  Letter  to  a  Friend,  by  the  Rby.  Robbrt  Wood  Kylb,  B«  A.,  of 
Txinity  College,  Dublin, — Ed. 
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CHAPTER  XXVL 

REMEDIES  FOR  THE  EVILS  OF  THE  TRACTARUN  HOYEHBKT. 


1.     SCBIPTUBAL  TBACHINa. 
2.     BBVIVAL  OF   CONVOCATION. 8.     EOCLBSIAflTIOAt  ttWCmJWm. 


Wilson,  Bishop  op  Oalcutta. — 1838* 

21.  I  need  not  say  the  best  prerentiye  or  remedy  for  all  these 
evils  is  the  old  Doctrine  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour  Christ  Jesas, 
fnlly  and  scripturally  developed,  and  accompanied  with  that  affec- 
tionate pastoral  care,  and  that  mikl  discipline  and  order,  which  our 
Protestant  Episcopal  Church  has  provided. 

22.  Teach  7  then,  brethren,  more  determinately  than  ever,  th^ 
ruined  and  fallen  $taU  of  man  as  the  Holy  Scriptures  revecU  it. 
Unfold  the  unspeakable  malignity  of  sin  aa  committed  against 
Qod — ^the  deep,  and  in  a  proper  sense,  total  corruption  of  our  non 
ture  in  all  its  powers — our  inability  of  ourselves  to  do  anything 
spiritually  good — our  moral  responsHnlUy — our  guilt,  demerit,  min, 
condemnation,  helplessness — the  inconceivable  value  of  the  soul — 
the  nearness  of  eternal  Judament — the  everlasting  duration  of  the 
miseries  of  a  lost  state.  And  point  out  the  remedy  for  all  this, 
with  the  simplicity  of  the  inspired  Apostles,  in  ^^ Repentance  towards 
God  and  Faith  towards  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ.'" 

23.  Teach  the  Atonement  and  Satisfaction  made  to  the  Divine 
Justice  and  government  by  the  Incarnation  and  obedience  unto  decUh 
of  the  consubstantial  and  coequal  Son  of  God.  Clearly  explain 
that  Justification  is  the  penitent  sinner^s  being  accounted  and  dealt 
with  and  treated  '^as  righteous  in  God'^s  sight  by  Faith  only  in  the 
merits  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour  Jesus  Christ,  and  not  for  his  own 
works  and  deservings  ;^  distinguish,  as  Hooker  did,  between  Jostifi- 


"^  Compare  the  specimens  of  ETangelical  Teaehing  oonteined  in  the  foUowing  ex* 
tncts  from  the  Charges  of  the  Bishop  or  Calcutta,  and  the  Dban  of  Salbburt, 
with  the  calumnious  misrepresentations  of  the  yiews  of  the  ^*  UiinhProimUmi  Party,* 
in  Appendix  £. 

The  italics  throughout  the  following  Extiaots  are  not  all  his  LordahipV.— -En. 
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cation  and  Sanctification,^  and  boldly  preach,  as  he  did,  that  €U>d 
*^  hath  made  Him  who  knew  no  Sin,  to  be  Sin  for  ns,  that  we  might 
be  made  the  rii^hteonsness  of  God  in  Him."^'  Account  this  as  Luther, 
the  Artieulu9  sianiis  aui  eadenHs  eedmoB.  Read  again,  I  entreat 
yon,  the  incomparable  treatise  of  that  great  Reformer  on  the  Epis- 
tle to  the  Oalatians,  which  it  seems  will  be  once  more  as  requisite 
and  appropriate  in  our  Protestant  Ohurches  now,  as  it  was  three 
centuries  since.'f' 

24.  Teach  also,  ike  Personality,  Dimnityy  and  Inward  Works  of 
God  the  Holy  Okost,  the  Lord  and  Giver  of  life,  in  all  Scriptural 
fiddity,  as  infusing  the  Righteousness  of  SanctificcUion  ;  as  renew- 
ing man  after  the  Divine  image ;  creating  him  in  Christ  Jesus  unto 
good  works ;  raising  him  from  spiritual  death ;  inscribing  the  law 
of  Ood  upon  his  heart ;  transforming  him  in  the  spirit  of  his  mind; 
as  commencing  first,  and  then  carrying  on  that  new  Birth  and  life 
4>f  holiness,  which  is  the  preparation  and  qualification  for  serving 

*  ''  There  b  a  glorifyuig  righteousueas  of  men  in  the  world  to  come,  as  there  is  a 
justifying  righteousness,  and  a  sanctifying  righteousness  here.  The  righteousness, 
wherewith  we  shall  he  elothed  in  the  worid  to  oome,  is  hoth  perfect  and  inherent. 
That,  whereby  we  are  justified^  is  perfect,  but  not  inherent.  That,  whereby  we  are 
sanctified,  is  inherent,  but  not  perfect.  *''^I£ooker''s  Disoourte  qf  Juslificaiion,  sec.  3,  pp . 
16,  17. 

Or,  as  Mr.  Faber  states  it  with  its  eonseqoeneeB:  ^  First,  in  order,  eomes  the  foren- 
sic righteousness  of  justification :  a  rip^hteousness,  reputativelymade  his  through  Faith, 
and  on  account  of  the  perfect  meritonousness  of  Christ.  Next,  in  order,  comes  the  in- 
herent righteousness  of  sanctification ;  a  righteousness  infused  into  him  by  the  Holy 
Spirit  after  he  has  been  justified.  And,  last  in  order,  comes  the  complete  righteousness 
of  glorification ;  a  righteousness  acquired  by  him,  when  his  corruptible  puts  on  incor- 
ra]mon,  and  when  his  mortal  puts  on  immortality.** — Faber  an  JtuHfic€Uion,  p.  17. 

t  ''The  sagacity  of  Luther,**  observes,  again,  Mr.  Faber,  ''readily  perceived  that 
the  Doctrine  of  Justification  consUtnted  the  broad  boundary  of  demarcation  between 
the  Church  of  Rome  and  the  Churches  of  the  Reformation.  Well,  therefore,  did  he 
call  it,  the  Article  of  a  standing  or  falling  Church.  In  truth,  the  Doctrine  as  defined 
and  interpreted  by  the  Roman  Church,  is  the  ample  foundation,  upon  which  all  ita 
aatioSoiptmral  fopperies  and  all  its  anti-christian  impieties  securely  repose.** — ^p.  21 1. 

"  In  short,  the  result  of  the  AnffUcan  Doctrine,  or  rather  the  perfectly  harmonising 
result  of  the  Reformed  Doctrine,  is  to  make  Christ  alone,  in  full-orbed  glory  and  in 
undivided  meritoriousness,  the  Saviour  of  sinful  man:  while  the  whole  drift  and  object 
and  neoeaaary  tendency  of  the  Romish  Doctrine,  so  unhappily  taken  up  by  Mr.  Knox 
as  scriptural  verity,  however  speciously  diaeuised  and  decently  wrapped  up  in  distinc- 
tions which  distinguish  not,  is  to  make  Church,  and  Priest,  and  Sacraments,  and 
Saintfl^  and  Pnivatory,  and  Extreme  Unction,  and  Pilgrimage,  and  Penance,  and  Or- 
dinances, and  Notions  without  end  and  without  measure ;  in  a  word,  miserable  man*B 
own  self,  essentially  embodied  in  his  own  inherent  and  meriting  righteousness,  a  col- 
lege of  Saviours,  if  not  avowedly  superoessive  of  Christ,  yet,  to  say  the  least,  concessive 
with  hun.**-^Fa6M-,  p.  962. 

liet  the  writer  be  permitted  to  return  his  beet  thanks  to  Mr.  Faber,  for  his  most  able 
and  opportune  Treaiite  on  Justijioaiwn,  It  is  full  forty  years  since  he  became  first 
acquamted  with  him  at  Oxford,  and  he  now  seizes  with  pleasure  the  occasion  of  pub- 
Ucly  acknowledging  how  much  sacred  literature  is  indebted  to  him  for  his  various 
valuable  pubficatioms. 

The  fearful  mysticisms  of  Mr.  Newman*lB  nbw  theory  of  Justification  I  will  not 
dwell  on,  as  the  book  has  only  just  reached  me,  December,  1838.  He  seems,  however, 
to  hold  that  Justification  consists  in  the  presence  of  the  Saviour  Himself  within  us  ;  in 
our  being  accounted  righteous  in  tine  sight  of  Ch>d,  because  there  is  within  us,  titer 
^•ptism,  the  Tery  author  and  finiaber  of  our  Mvation.— This  is  &r  wotse  than 
P<^)ery. 
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and  loving  God  both  on  earth  and  in  heaven — and  in  developing 
this,  shun  the  fatal  error  of  limiting,  or  appearing  to  limit,  the  de- 
termined commencement  of  all  this  mighty  transformation  to  the 
change  of  state  and  attendant  grace — ^important  and  blessed  as  they 
are — received  by  the  infants  of  the  faithful  in  the  Sacrament  of 
Baptism. 

25.  Teach,  again,  the  indispensable  necessity  of  good  works  in  off 
their  ramifications^  as  *^  the  fruit  of  Faith  and  following  after  Justi- 
tification  :^  '^  So  that  by  them  a  lively  Faith  may  be  as  evidently 
known  as  a  tree  is  discerned  by  the  fruit.*^  Enter  into  all  the  de- 
tails of  duty  as  opened  by  our  Lord  in  his  Sermon  on  the  Mount, 
and  by  the  Apostles  in  the  practical  division  of  their  Epistles. — 
Enforce  the  perpetual  obligation  of  the  Moral  Law  upon  every  hu- 
man being.  Explain  the  interior  life  of  Communion  with  insr 
Heavenly  Father  reconciled  to  us  in  Jesus  Christ ;  the  duties  of 
private  and  family  Prayer ;  of  diligent  study  of  Holy  Scripture  ;  of 
separation  from  the  follies  of  the  worlds  and  of  ^^  growth  in  grace  and 
the  knowledge  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour  Jesus  Christ^'  to  the  last 
hour  of  life. 

26.  Teach,  further,  in  connexion  with  all  this,  the  Constitution  of 
the  Christian  Churchy  the  dignity  and  importance  of  the  Public 
Worship  of  Almighty  God,  the  grace  and  efficacy  of  the  Sacraments^ 
the  Divine  authority  and  perpetual  obligation  of  the  Lord's  Day* 
and  the  duty  of  reasonable  subjection  to  the  Order  and  Discipline 
of  the  Church  as  ordained  by  Christ  its  Divine  Head.  Finally,  in- 
struct men  to  ascribe  the  whole  of  their  salvation  in  its  purchase, 
its  offers,  its  application,  to  the  merciful  will  and  choice  of  God  in 
Christ  Jesus. 

27.  Forgive  my  warmth,  my  honoured  Brethren.  I  speak  as  a 
father.  The  Gospel  will  soon  slip  from  our  hands,  should  this  new 
Rule  of  Faith  be  for  one  single  moment  acquiesced  in. 

28.  If  abuses  of  the  weighty  principles  I  have  been  referring  to 
should  arise,  as  they  will,  oppose  them,  I  pray  you,  not  by  over- 
statements of  the  truths  themselves — much  less  by  calling  in  aid 
from  a  new  Rule  of  Faith  ;  but  by  taking  into  your  view  the  whole 
compass  and  amplitude  of  each  truth  as  it  lies  in  Holy  Scripture ; 
and  using  it  in  the  proportion^  and  for  the  ends,  and  in  the  spirit  in 
which  it  is  there  revealed,  with  a  wise  and  discriminating  adaptation 
of  your  instructions  to  each  passing  emergency.  This  is  theology — 
this  is  the  Gospel.  This  is  to  follow  our  Reformers.  This  is  to 
unite  the  inspired  wisdom  of  St.  Paul  and  St.  James.     This  is  to 

*  As  an  example  of  the  language  of  the  new  School,  I  mav  call  attention  to  the 
feebleness  of  the  following  manner  of  patting  the  Doctrine  of  the  Authority  and  Obli- 
gation of  the  Lord's  day.— '<  The  obeenrance  of  Sunday  as  the  holiest  day.**  ^^Sermon 
on  TradUion,  p.  Sa 


■  See  an  extract  from  a  Sermon  by  Pbofxssob  Sbwbll  ;  Note  6,  p.  S69» 
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ayoid  all  nnfaltlifiilness  to  truth  on  the  one  hand,  and  all  insidious 
perrersions  of  it  on  the  other. 

29.  Instruct  your  flocks,  for  example,  in  all  those  texts  of  in- 
spired Writ  which  describe  or  imply  the  entire  fall  and  eorruptton 
of  man ;  and  also  those  which  insist  on  his  accountahleness^  and  bis 
duty  to  use  those  means  to  which  God  attaches  the  promises  of 
grace ;  and  preach  on  both  these  series  of  passages  in  order  to  pro- 
dace,  and  in  a  manner  calculated  to  proniuce,  and  for  no  other 
object  but  to  produce,  cantriiiim  of  heart  far  stn^  both  original  and 
actual,  and  earnest  Prayers  for  the  aid  of  the  Holy  Ghost.  Let 
these  texts  appear  in  your  discourses,  as  they  do  in  Scripture,  not 
as  abstract  dogmas,  but  as  humiliating  arguments  for  Selfknoteledyey 
Confession,  Penitence,  Faith,  and  heartfelt  Betums  to  God.  No  abuse 
can  then  arise. 

30.  Preach  Justification  by  Faith  only,  but  that  not  by  a  dead 
notional  belief — a  mere  presumption — the  faith  of  devils — but  by  a 
living,  heartfelt  holy  principle  of  reliance  upon  Christ,  springing 
from  an  awakened  and  contrite  spirit,  and  necessary  to  the  conso- 
lation of  the  penitent^s  mind,  when  sinking  under  the  conscious- 
ness of  guilt  and  un  worthiness.  Let  Justification  be  employed  in 
jour  discourses,  as  it  is  in  the  writings  of  St.  Paul,  as  the  remedy 
against  despair,  and  the  motive  of  love  to  God,  and  of  filial  and  un- 
reserved obedience.     Thus  you  shut  out  all  perversions. 

31.  Preach  the  influences  of  the  Holy  Ghost — but  operating  in  a 
manner  not  to  supersede,  but  aid  our  endeavours ;  not  to  exclude, 
but  magnify  the  inspired  Word  of  God  ;  not  by  sudden  illapses  or 
sensible  movements,  but  in  a  way  agreeable  to  our  moral  and  ac- 
countable nature ;  not  appearing  in  animal  fervours  and  over-con- 
fident claims,  but  in  the  meek  and  solid  fruits  of  ''  all  goodness, 
righteousness,  and  truth,""    This  is  wholesome  doctrine. 

32.  Preach  the  merciful  Will  and  Election  of  God  in  Christ 
Jesus;  but  not  to  lead  men  to  rush  into  the  secrets*  of  the 
Almighty,  but  in  order  to  gather  grounds  of  gratitude  in  the  results 
of  the  Divine  Dispensations  in  Providence  and  Grace ;  whilst,  *^  in 
our  doings,  that  will  of  God  is  to  be  followed,  which  we  have  ex- 
pressly declared  unto  us  in  the  Word  of  God.""^ 

See  Also  Para.  3a— 36^  in  Chap.  VIII. 

Pearson,  Dban  op  Salisbury. — 1839. 
17.  Deeply,  however,  as  I  regret  the  prevalence  of  opinions,  the 

•  Qnidam  non  sinoere  coram  me  ambulaDt ;  sed  quadam  curioeitate  et  arrogantia 
duetiy  Toliint  secreta  mea  scire,  et  alta  Dei  inteUigere,  ae  et  Buam  salutem  neglijo^ntes. 
Hi  0SBpe  in  magnaa  tentationes  et  peccata,  propter  suam  superbiam  et  eurioaitatemy 
me  eiB  adyerBaQte,  labuntur.— 7%om«w  h  Kempis,  lib.  liL  cap.  4. 


9  It  may  be  questioned  whether  the  records  of  the  Church,  since  the  days  of  the 
Apostles,  can  furnish  a  more  perfect  specimen  of  evangelical  teaching, — an  exhortation 
more  *^  profitable  for  Doctrine,  for  reproof,  for  correction,  for  instruction  in  righteoufl- 
nen,**  ttij|i\  that  which  is  oontaiaed  in  the  foregoing  extracts.-— Ed. 
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errors  and  dangers  of  which  I  so  solemnly  deprecate,  *^  I  hope  bei^ 
ter  things,^  even  things  which,  nuder  the  superintending  gaidaoc^e 
and  control  of  its  exalted  Head,  will  tend  to  the  purity  and  in- 
creasing union,  strength,  and  influence  of  the  Church,  ^^  thongfa  I 
thus  speak.^  I  am  especially  anxious  that  those  of  the  aame 
^^  household  of  Faith,"^  howerer  differing,  partly,  I  doubt  not,  from 
an  imperfect  apprehension  of  each  other^s  sentiments,  and  the  nn- 
aYoidable  ambiguities  of  language,  should  cultivate  towards  one 
another  the  most  '^  fervent  charity,^  cherish  feelings  not  of  distanee 
and  distrust,  but  of  mutual  confidence  and  regard,  and  endeavour, 
if  possible,  to  think  and  ^^  to  speak  the  same  things  ;^  bat,  at  all 
events,  '^  to  keep  the  unity  of  the  Spirit  in  the  bond  of  peace  ;^  to 
avoid  ^^  doubtful  disputations^  as  tending  to  alienation  and  diaoord, 
and  to  direct  our  most  strenuous  efforts  to  the  maintenance  and 
defence  of  those  grand  and  master-truths  which  lie  upon  the  very 
surface  of  Holy  Writ,  and  in  which  we  all  substantially  agree  as 
^^  necessary  to  Salvation." 

18.  To  what,  then,  my  Reverend  Brethren,  do  these  observations 
and  strictures  principally  tend !  ^  To  guard  you,  to  whom  I  do 
not,  though  invested  with  ancient  and  extensive  authority,  affect 
to  speak  ex  eathedrd^  but  to  some  of  you  as  my  equals  in  age,  to 
the  greater  number  as  an  elder  Brother,  against  being  drawn  aside 
by  plausible  and  attractive,  but  unsound  and  unscriptural  theories, 
^^  from  the  simplicity  which  is  in  Christ,^  to  entreat  you,  in  all  your 
studies,  ministrations,  and  judgments,  to  refer,  not  to  the  Tradi- 
tions or  opinions  of  men,  however  worthy  of  reverence  and  regard, 
but  to  the  inspired  Word  of  God,  as  the  sole  and  exclusive  Bole 
of  Faith  and  criterion  of  practice,  interpreted  with  the  aid  of  all 
the  learning,  ancient  and  modern,  of  which  you  may  be  masters, 
according  to  the  wise,  and  moderate,  and  truly  Catholic  decisions 
of  the  Church  of  which  we  are  Members  and  Ministers,  as  con- 
tained in  her  authorized  Documents  and  Formularies — never  t4>  for- 
St,  that  our  Ministry  is,  by  way  of  eminence,  ^'  the  Ministry  of 
^conciliation'" — to  preach  boldly,  after  the  example  of  the  great 
Apostle  to  the  Gentiles,  ^^  Salvation  by  Grace,  through  Faith^  in 
a  crucified  and  risen  Saviour,  the  only  satisfiftctory  evidence  of 
which  is,  a  new,  a  devout,  and  a  holy  life — to  announce  the  pro- 
mise of  Forgiveness  to  all,  who,  at  any  time,  and  under  any  pres- 
sure either  of  guilt  or  terror,  **  with  hearty  Repentance  and  true 
Faith"  turn  unto  God — to  teach,  with  the  blessed  Apostle  St. 
John,  that  it  is  at  once  the  duty  and  the  happiness  of  the  Christian 
^'  not  to  sin  ;^  but  that  ^^  if  any  man  sin,  we  have  an  Advocate 
with  the  Father,  Jesus  Christ  the  righteous*^ — ^to  withhold  in  our 
ministrations  "  nothing  that  is  profitable,"  but  to  "  declare  the 
whole  counsel  of  God  — to  insist  upon  the  right  reception  of  the 
Sacraments,  as  essential  to  their  efficacy — and,  in  opposition  to  the 

1  See  note,  p.  644>  nipro,— .Eii. 
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extraragant  and  ezclnsiye  pretensions  of  the  Church  of  Booie,  to 
adhere  to  the  milder,  more  tolerant,  and  more  Scriptural  principles 
of  our  own  Apostolic  Church,  of  her  wise  and  holy  Reformers,  and 
of  her  most  learned  and  able  defender,  the  venerable  and  judicious 
Hooker,  upon  all  that  concerns  the  great  subject  of  Ecclesiastical 
Polity. 

19.  These,  as  you  will  readily  perceiye,  are  but  hints  and  sug- 
gestions, which  I  must  leave  to  be  developed  and  applied  by  your 
own  private  meditations  and  judgments.  They  are  offered  as  the 
result  of  much  serious  deliberation,  and  of  no  slight  experience  in 
the  school  of  Christ,  with  earnest  prayer  to  Him  who  ^^maketh 
men  to  be  of  one  mind  in  an  house,^^  that  he  would  *^  shew  to  them 
that  be  in  error,^^  whoever  they  may  be,  '*  the  light  of  his  truth, 
that  they  may  return  into  the  way  of  godliness,''^  and  that  ^^  all 
they  who  do  confess  his  holy  name,  may  agree  in  the  truth  of  his 
Holy  Word,  and  live  in  unity  and  godly  love  ;^  that  *^  God  who 
did  once  teach  the  hearts  of  his  faithful  people  by  sending  to  them 
the  light  of  his  Holy  Spirit,  would  grant  unto  us,  by  the  same 
Spirit,  to  have  a  right  judgment  in  all  things,^  and  that,  *^  proving 
all  things,  we  may  hold  fast  that  which  is  good.^' 

Cabb,  Bishop  of  Bombay. — 1841. 
Vide  Par.  6^  in  Chap.  VIII. ;  and  8,  in  Cbap.  X. 

Wilson,  Bishop  op  Calcutta. — 1841. 

ORDINATION  BEBMON.* 

SuMNEB,  Bishop  op  Chbsteb. — 1841, 
Vid0  Pan.  6—20,  in  Chap.  XIII. ;  and  27—30,  in  Chap.  X. 

Monk,  Bishop  op  Q-loucesteb  and  Bbistol. — 1841. 
VidB  Par.  10,  in  Chap.  V. ;  and  11,  in  Chap.  II. 

SuMNEB,  Bishop  op  Winchbstbb. — 1841. 
Vide  Pan.  11-.18,  in  Chap.  II. 

Phillpotts,  Bishop  op  Exeter. — 1842. 

To.  While  the  recent  excitement  was  at  its  height,  lond  calls 
"^ere  made  on  the  Bishops,  from  many  quarters,  for  their  formal  and 
united  judgment  on  the  Doctrine  of  the  Tracts.  Whether  the  oc- 
casion demanded  such  a  judgment  from  us  or  not,  it  is  a  sufficient 
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reason  for  oar  not  having  given  it,  that  we  have  not  legally  the 
power  to  meet  for  such  a  purpose. 

71.  But  this,  in  conjunctiou  with  many  other  considerations, 
forces  upon  us  the  question,  whether  it  is  right — whether  it  is  con- 
sistent with  (I  will  not  say  the  honour,  but)  the  uses,  the  safety, 
the  constitution,  of  an  unmutilated  branch  of  the  Catholic  Church, 
to  be  kept  without  the  means  of  synodical  action.  I  say  without 
the  means ;  for,  while  we  are  systematically  restrained  from  osing 
the  means  which  in  theory  we  possess,  we  are  as  much  without 
them,  as  a  maniac  in  a  strait  waistcoat  is  without  his  arms. 

7S.  Whether  the  conduct  of  either  House  of  GonvocatioD,  a 
hundred  and  thirty  years  ago,  justified  or  required  the  temporary 
suspension  of  its  sittings,  is  a  question  of  history,  into  which  we 
need  not  enter.  But,  be  that  question  answered  or  not,  there  is 
another,  in  which  we  are  too  much  interested  to  decline  answering 
it.  Does  the  conduct  of  Convocation,  at  that  time,  justify  or  excuse 
the  closing  of  its  doors  for  ever  to  every  thing  but  the  idlest 
formalities  i  I  should  as  soon  say,  that  the  usurpations  of  the  Long 
Parliament  would  have  justified  subsequent  Sovereigns,  if  they 
could  do  without  Parliaments,  in  never  calling  another.  Unlackily, 
the  temporal  government  can  do  without  Convocations,  since  they 
have  relinquished  the  invidious  power  of  taxing  the  Clergy ;  and, 
therefore,  these  assemblies  have  fallen  into  desuetude  and  almost 
oblivion.  But  let  us  be  just.  This  is  not  the  fault  of  the  GU>vern- 
ment,  but  of  the  Church.  Can  any  one  of  us  doubt  that,  if  at  any 
period  after  the  original  causes  of  jealousy  had  ceased  to  operate, 
the  Church  had  represented  to  the  Government  the  necessity  of  its 
meeting  in  Synod,  from  time  to  time,  for  some  of  the  most  im- 
portant of  its  sacred  functions — can  we,  I  say,  doubt  that,  if  the 
Church  had  thus  discharged  its  duty  to  itself,  and,  I  will  venture  to 
add,  to  its  Divine  Head,  long  before  this  time  the  ban  must  have  been 
taken  off!  Above  all,  can  we  doubt  that,  if  such  a  representation 
were  addressed  to  the  Throne  of  this  realm — while  it  is  filled  as, 
we  thank  God,  it  now  is — ^it  would  meet  the  most  gracious  and  fa- 
vourable reception  i 

73.  In  saying  this,  I  am  confident  that  I  am  not  outstepping  the 
course  prescribed  by  the  occasion.  The  periodical  meetings  of  the 
Clergy  are,  in  these  days  of  improved  Church  feeling  and  intelli- 
gence, regarded  with  deep  interest  by  the  Laity,  who  are  (as  I  am 
sure  you  will  join  me  in  saying)  the  great  body  of  the  Church. 
Whatever,  on  these  occasions,  is  delivered  from  such  a  chair  as  that 
which  I  here  occupy,  is  sure  of  receiving  more  than  the  attention 
intrinsically  due  to  it,  from  veneration  for  the  office,  however  un- 
worthily filled.  The  Laity,  then,  have  a  right  to  hear  from  their 
Bishops,  what  they  feel  to  be  the  wants  and  necessities  of  the 
Church.  In  numbering  the  want  of  synodal  meetings  as  one  of  the 
most  crying,  I  am  not  speaking  on  my  own  solitary  judgment.  It 
is  a  want,  which,  in  generation  after  generation,  and  year  after 
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year,  th«  best  friends  of  the  Church  have  not  ceased,  with  growing 
urgency,  to  deplore.  It  is  now  four  or  fi^e  years  since  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin  (I  speak  it  to  his  honour)  zealously  and  ably 
pressed  the  matter  on  the  attention  of  the  House  of  Lords.  Other 
yery  high  authorities  supported  his  view,  and  not  a  voice  was  heard 
against  it.^  Have  things  since  that  time  changed  their  nature  i  Is 
that  no  longer  a  want,  which  was  then  by  ail  unreservedly  ad- 
mitted !  Has  experience  since  shewn,  that  the  deliberations  of  the 
Church,  on  concerns  which  specially  interest  it,  are  unnecessary  i 
Would  the  legislation,  which  has  taken  place  on  such  matters,  have 
been  worse — at  any  rate  would  it  have  been  less  satisfactory — if  it 
had  been  prepared  in  some  such  council  as  must  have  deliberated 
upon  them  in  any  Church,  which,  being  entire  in  constitution,  is 
also  free  in  action  I 

74.  It  is  said,  indeed,  that  Convocation  is  not  such  a  body  as  is 
suited  to  synodal  proceedings ;  that  it  was  not  originally  constituted 
for  a  Synod ;  and  that  the  progress  of  time  had  developed  sources 
of  very  grave  mischiefs  inherent  in  its  constitution.  If  so,  it  may 
be  altered,  and  brought  nearer  to  the  model  of  the  Primitive 
Church,^  with  such  modifications  as  the  existing  state  of  things  may 
demand.  Surely,  it  must  be  as  safe  to  trust  Convocation  with  the 
task  of  reforming  its  own  constitution,  as  it  has  been  found  to  trust 
other  bodies  in  a  similar  work ;  and  be  it  remembered,  that  the 
supremacy  of  the  Crown,  dutifully  acknowledged  by  our  Church 
even  in  its  Articles,  would  be  at  all  times  ready  to  prevent  or  re* 
press  the  mischiefs,  which  might  arise  from  any  exorbitant  or  unwise 
proceedings  of  such  a  body. 

75.  One  of  the  immediate  benefits  resulting  from  this  measure 
would  probably  be,  to  better  adapt  the  Canons  of  the  Church  to  our 
present  condition ;  and  thus  to  enable  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts  to 


3  The  rabjeet  was  again  brought  before  the  House  on  the  4th  of  July,  1S43,  by  the 
Archbishop  of  Dublin,  in  presenting  a  petition  from  the  Members  of  the  United 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  whose  names  were  thereto  subscribed,  praying  for 
**  The  tdahliahmettt  of  an  EcdeakutuxU  Cfovemmenty  which  ahaU  have  authority  to  determine 
viiat  t«,  and  what  is  not,  binding  on  the  Membert  of  thie  Church,  and  to  pronounee  respecting 
any  ehangee  which  individuali  may  hatye  introduced,  or  may  propose  to  have  introdueed,'** 

The  prayer  of  the  Petition  was  supported  by  the  A  rchbishop,  and  by  the  Bishop  of 
Salisbury  ;  the  Bishop  of  Ossorv,  on  the  other  hand,  expressed  his  dissent  on  the 
ground  that "  the  evils  to  be  apprehended  from  the  restoration  of  such  powers  to  the 
Church  at  the  present  moment,  far  exceed  any  we  are  suiTering,  or  can  reasonably  ap- 
prehend, from  the  want  of  them."  His  Lordship  has  since  published  the  arguments 
which  he  used  on  this  occasion,  in  an  expanded  form,  under  the  title  of  T*he  expediency 
<f  restoring  at  tigs  time  to  the  Church  her  Synodioal  Powers,  considered,  in  Remarks  upon  the 
Appendix  to  the  late  Charge  of  his  Grace  the  Archbishop  of  Dubiin^^En. 
^  ^  The  following  quotation  from  Orbgort  Nazianzbn  is  adduced  by  Mr.  Nbwm an 
in  his  attempt  to  prove  "  the  consistency  of  the  Twenty-first  Article  with  a  belief  in  the 
ui&llibiUty  of  CEcumenical  Councils." 

***  My  mind  is,  if  I  must  write  the  truth,  to  keep  dear  of  every  conference  ofBiAope^  for 
pi  conference  never  saw  I  good  come,  or  a  remedy  so  much  as  an  increase  of  evils.  For  there 
^J^andambitionfaaidthesehaveiheupperhandf/rwsonr  Ep.l^r  Tract  90,  p.  22, 
4th  editioiL^En. 
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administer  the  Ecclesiastical  law  more  beneficially  to  all  in^o  have 
recourse  to  them. 

76.  Again :  such  a  Synod  might  perhaps  be  permitted,  if  not  to 
devise  a  more  satisfactory  tribunal  of  appeal  than  now  exiata,  in  all 
causes  inyolving  questions  of  the  doctrine  of  the  Church ;  at  leaat 
to  supply  to  such  a  tribunal  some  better  means  than  it  now  pos- 
sesses, of  knowing  what  that  Doctrine  is.  As  the  matter  now 
stands,  the  Judicial  Committee  of  Privy  Council,  consisting  of  Ijay- 
men  (very  learned,  indeed,  but  in  another  faculty),  is  the  ooort  of 
ultimate  resort,  on  questions  of  doctrine,  which  must  often  ariae  in 
Ecclesiastical  Causes — even  on  those  on  which  the  Church  not  only 
hitherto  has  been  silent,  but  also  is  not  allowed  an  opportunity  of 
pronouncing.  In  such  cases,  these  Lay  Judges  are  obliged  to  pick 
their  course  as  they  can,  through  ways  which  they  often  find  very 
rough  and  very  tangled. 

77.  True  it  is,  that  by  a  recent  law  it  is  enacted,  that  in  every 
appeal  to  this  Court,  in  a  cause  of  criminal  proceeding  against  s 
Clergyman  below  the  rank  of  Bishop,  some  one  Archbishop  or 
Bishop,  being  a  member  of  the  Privy  Council,  must  be  present  as  a 
member  of  the  Committee,  when  the  appeal  is  heard ;  but  in  all 
other  causes — ^for  instance,  in  a  charge  of  heresy  against  a  Layman, 
or  even  against  a  Bishop— the  Court  has  not  the  assistance  of  a 
solitary  Bishop. 

78.  Am  I  very  wrong,  in  thinking,  that  the  constitution  of  such 
a  Court,  for  such  a  purpose,  does  not  bear  the  stamp  of  absolute 
wisdom?  that  it  may  admit  of  some  improvement!  Am  I  even 
wrong  in  suggesting,  that,  in  this  particular  at  least,  the  much-des- 
pised wisdom  of  our  ancestors  will  bear  comparison  with  this,  one 
of  the  latest  products  of  modem  legislation  i 

79.  When  Henry  VIIL  rescued  the  imperial  crown  of  England 
from  its  long  and  disgraceful  thraldom  to  Kome,  the  most  important 
of  all  his  measures  was  the  Statute  of  Appeals* — that  great  law, 
which  defines  and  describes  the  Constitution  of  this  R^m  more 
expressly  and  more  closely  than  any  other  act  in  the  statute-book. 
In  vindicating  the  inherent  right  of  the  Crown  "  to  render  and 
yield  justice,  and  final  determination,  to  all  manner  of  folk  within 
this  Realm,^  it  says,  that  ^^  when  an^  Cause  of  the  Law  Divine 
happened  to  come  in  question,  or  of  spiritual  learning,^  that  part  of 
the  said  body  politic,  called  the  Spirituality,  always  hath  been 
reputed,  and  also  found — ^both  for  knowledge,  integrity,  and  suffi- 
ciency of  number — meet  of  itself,  without  the  intermeddling  of  any 
exterior  persons,  to  declare  and  determine  all  such  doubts,  and  to 
administer  all  such  offices  and  duties,  as  to  their  rooms  Spiritual  do 
appertain."^ 

80.  It  therefore  limited  the  cognizance  of  Spiritual  matters  to 
Spiritual  persons,  giving  to  the  Archbishops  jurisdiction  in  the  last 
resort. 

*  24  Hen.  y III. 
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81  •  In  the  following  year,  as  the  growing  jealousy  of  Rome  made 
the  Legislature  distrust  the  Bishops  and  Glergj,  the  ultimate  cogni- 
zance of  all  such  Causes  was  given  to  the  King,  as  supreme  head  of 
the  Church,  to  be  exercised  by  commission,  without  any  limitation 
of  persons  for  the  royal  choice.  But  though,  at  a  time  when  the 
Clergy  were  generally  suspected  of  a  secret  affection  to  the  Papal 
authority,  it  might  have  been  advisable  thus  to  leave  to  the  King  a 
power  of  appointing  Delegates  out  of  Temporality,  yet,  in  fact,  as 
Gibson*  assures  us,  there  are  no  footsteps  of  any  of  the  nobility  or 
common-law  judges  being  appointed  till  the  year  1604  (seventy 
years  after  the  erecting  of  the  Court) ;  nor  from  that  time  are  they 
found  in  above  one  commission  in  forty,  till  the  year  1639,  when  all 
Ecclesiastical,  especially  Episcopal,  authority  began  to  be  contu- 
melioualy  struck  at.  Still,  even  in  the  beginning  of  the  last  century, 
when  Gibson  compiled  his  Codex,  the  number  of  Lay  Judges  bore 
only  a  fiur  and  wise  proportion  to  the  Spiritual.  The  proportion, 
however,  gradually  increased ;  till,  at  length,  it  seems  to  have  been 
regarded  as  useless  to  observe  even  the  semblance  of  consideration 
of  the  Spirituality  in  adjudicating  on  appeal  in  Spiritual  Causes.  In 
1833,  the  Judicial  Committee  of  Privy  Council  was  made  the  Court 
of  ultimate  appeal  in  all  such  Causes,  of  which  Court  not  a  single 
Spiritual  person  was  constituted  a  member. 

155.  I  return  to  the  point,  from  which  I  have  somewhat  digressed, 
the  necessity  of  a  restoration  to  the  Church  of  some  mode  of  its 
meeting  in  Synod. 

156.  A  Bill  cannot  much  longer  be  delayed  (for  it  has  been  re- 
peatedly promised  in  Speeches  from  the  Throne,  and  the  promise 
v^as  renewed  at  the  beginning  of  the  late  Session  of  Parliament)  for 
carrying  into  effect  the  recommendations  of  the  Commission  of 
1830,  ^^On  the  Practice  and  Jurisdiction  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Courts.^  Among  those  recommendations  is  one  that  all  criminal 
proceedings  in  these  Courts  against  Laymen  shall  cease.  Of  the 
wisdom  of  this  recommendation,  so  far  as  temporal  consequences 
are  concerned,  none  of  us,  I  apprehend,  will  entertain  a  doubt.  But 
there  is  a  most  important  spiritual  result,  which  must  be  guarded  ; 
and  which,  in  guarding  it,  would  well  employ  the  wisdom  of  the 
Church  in  Synod,  to  whose  cognizance  the  matter  properly  belongs, 
—I  mean,  what  is  to  be  done  with  such  offenders,  in  respect  to  ad- 
mitting to,  or  repelling  from,  the  Holy  Communion  ! 

157.  As  the  law  of  the  Church,  which  also  is  the  law  of  the 
State,  now  stands,  the  parochial  Minister  has,  as  he  ought  to  have, 
in  the  first  instance,  an  absolute  discretion  ;  but,  if  he  repel,  he  is 
obliged  to  give  an  account  of  the  same  within  fourteen  days  to  the 
Ordinary,  who  must  proceed  against  the  offending  person  according 
to  the  canon. 

158.  Now,  when,  in  conformity  to  the  recommendation  of  the 

*  Oib0Oii\i  OsdBif,  InL  Ditc  zzil 
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Commissioners,  this  proeess  shall  be  done  away,  what  oonrse  is  to 
be  substituted !  On  the  one  hand,  to  leave  without  redress  a  partj, 
who  deems  himself  unjustly  deprived  of  the  highest  privilege  of  a 
Christian,  would  be  intolerable;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  it  would  be 
certainly  not  less  intolerable,  to  give  to  a  grievous,  a  notorious,  an 
impenitent  sinner,  the  right  to  demand  admission  to  the  Lord^s 
Supper — the  most  perfect  Absolution,  be  it  remembered,  which  a 
baptized  sinner  can  receive. 

159.  There  is,  too,  a  third  case,  which  must  not  be  forgotten ; 
that  of  a  person,  a  member  of  the  Church,  guilty  of  heinous  sin — 
heresy,  for  instance,  or  blasphemy — for  which  he  ought  to  be  ex- 
communicated (that  is,  put  out  of  the  Church),  whether  he  seek 
admission  to  the  Lord's  Supper  or  not. 

160.  Now,  what  process  is  to  be  provided  for  the  Church  in  these 
cases,  and  cases  such  as  these !  Glad,  as  we  shall  all  be,  to  see  civil 
consequences  of  Church  discipline  over  the  laity  removed,  yet  the 
right  and  duty  of  spiritual  discipline  we  may  not,  we  dare  not,  sur- 
render. To  do  so  willingly  would  be  to  betray  the  Church — ^to  un- 
church ourselves.  To  force  us  to  do  so,  would  be  an  act  of  direct 
persecution. 

161.  Well,  then,  what  must  be  done  i  Is  this  a  matter  for  Par- 
liament to  order  ?  for  a  Legislature  which  no  longer  professes,  no 
longer  would  endure,  to  be  called  an  assembly  of  Churchmen — ^nay, 
is  growing  impatient  of  being,  exclusively,  an  assembly  of  Chris- 
tians i  Are  the  essential  rights  and  powers,  which  our  Lord  con- 
ferred, and  which  the  Apostles  taught  the  Christian  Ministry  by 
their  example,  and  required  them,  by  express  precept,  duly  to  exer- 
cise— are  these  to  be  placed  at  the  mercy  of  men  who  deny  con- 
scientiously the  very  existence  of  those  rights  and  powers ! 

162.  The  great  importance  of  this  matter  will  justify  my  adding 
a  few  words  more  upon  it.  That  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  the 
well-being  and  well-doing  of  a  Church,  I  need  not  say.  Our  own 
Church  declares  *'  the  right  use  of  Ecclesiastical  discipline^  to  be  one 
of  the  '^  three  notes  or  marks'"  (pure  Doctrine  and  the  Sacraments 
ministered  according  to  Chrisf  s  holy  institution,  are  the  other  two) 
"  wherebv  the  true  Church  is  known.*'  ♦ 

163.  Now,  if  Excommunication — rescued  from  all  degrading  ap- 
plication of  it,  but  excluding  absolutely  from  the  benefit  of  all  the 
offices  of  the  Church — ^'  if  Excommunication,  the  greatest  judgment 
upon  earth^  (these  are  the  words  of  Lord  Betcon),  ^*  be  restored  to 
the  true  dignity  and  use  thereof,  the  Church  will  be  indeed  restored 
to'"  as  much  of  '^  its  ancient  vigour""  as  may  be  necessary.  We  might 
then  be  more  than  content,  to  see  the  disuse  of  open  Fenance,  and 
other  details  of  discipline  of  the  Primitive  times.  But  nothing  can 
be  truly  said  to  justify  our  acquiescence  in  the  continued  abandon- 
ment of  aU  Discipline  whatsoever. 

164.  Yet,  unhappily,  we  not  only  have  to  deplore  the  loss  of  all 

*  2nd  Part  of  Homily  for  Whitnuuky. 
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public  Discipline,  but  also  the  too  common  disuse  of  all  attempts  to 
promote  even  that  confidential  and  spiritual  communication  between 
the  people  and  their  Ministers,  which  would  create  a  personal  and 
private  Discipline,  not  less  likely  to  promote  a  spirit  of  real  peni- 
tence because  it  is  both  private  and  voluntary.  Meanwhile,  it  is 
undeniably  your  duty  to  endeavour  to  bring  your  people  to  have 
that  recourse  to  your  private  Ministry  for  ghostly  counsel  and  ad- 
vice— and,  when  necessary,  for  that  benefit  of  Absolution — to  which 
Ci  are  bound  to  invite  them,  as  often  as  they  are  called  to  the 
rd's  Table.  No  sense  of  your  own  weakness,  or  of  your  own  un- 
worthiness,  ought  to  make  you  afraid  or  ashamed  to  exercise  the 
main  and  distinctive  part  of  the  holy  office  to  which  you  have 
aspired — Absolution,  of  which  the  Church  tells  you  that  it  ^'  hath 
the  promise  of  forgiveness  of  sins."*  You  pretend  not  to  it  of  your 
own  power ;  you  profess  to  act  in  it  only  as  the  commissioned  Mi- 
nisters of  Christ.  Nay,  you  profess  that  your  commission  has  not 
any  efficacy,  further  than  as  it  is  exercised  in  conformity  with  God'*s 
Word,  and  with  the  terms  of  forgiveness  there  laid  down. 

165.  But  you  also  profess,  or  ought  to  profess,  that  you  are 
Ministers  empowered  by  God  to  pronounce  His  forgiveness;  and 
that  they  who  seek  to  you,  as  Ministers  of  reconciliation  with  Him, 
will  receive  the  blessing  which  He  has  annexed  to  your  Ministry, 

166.  In  saying  this,  I  say  not  that  the  Absolution  of  the  Priest 
is  necessary  to  forgiveness — God  forbid  ! — or  that  it  is  more  than 
a  mean,  which  Gi^d  has  been  pleased  to  bless  with  His  especial 
promise. 

167.  Neither  do  I  say — God  forbid ! — that  we  should  demand 
the  particular  Confession  of  those  sins  which  the  penitent  calls  upon 
us  to  forgive  in  the  name  and  by  the  authority  of  Christ.  The 
only  point  on  which  we  are  to  be  satisfied  is,  the  penitence  sltiA  faith 
of  the  party ;  not  the  nature,  much  less  the  particulars,  of  his  sins 
— ^unless  the  communication  of  these  be  necessary,  and  only  in  the 
degree  in  which  it  shall  be  necessary,  to  quiet  his  conscience  and . 
assuage  his  grief.  Even  the  "  special  Confession  of  his  sins,"  which 
"  the  sick  person  shall  be  moved  to  make,  if  he  feel  his  conscience 
troubled  with  any  weighty  matter,"  ought  not  to  be  urged,  till  his 
troubled  spirit  cannot  be  in  any  other  way  duly  comforted.  And 
when,  "  if  he  humbly  and  heartily  desire  it,"  you  proceed  to  give 
Absolution  in  the  form  which  the  Church  hath  provided,  be  careful 
to  teach  him  that  unless  he  be  sincere,  unless  he  have  true  Christian 
repentance,  the  pardon  which  you  pronounce  has  no  promise  of  being 
ratified  by  our  Lord. 

168.  In  bringing  this  matter  thus  before  you,  it  is  probable  that, 
while  I  may  seem  to  some  to  ascribe  too  much  to  the  office  which 
you  hold,  I  shall  be  thought  by  others  to  invest  it,  after  all,  with 
nothing  more  than  a  showy,  but  unsubstantial  garb.     For,  it  will  be 

*  Homily  "  Of  Common  Prayer  and  Saciamenta.'* 
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said,  if  the  Forgiveness  which  the  Priest  pronounces  is  not  effectual 
unless  the  penitent  have  the  qaalifications  necessary  for  Absolution, 
and  if,  having  these  qualifications,  he  will  be  forgiven,  whether  he 
receive  the  Absolution  of  the  Priest  or  not,  to  what  end  serves  that 
Absolution!  Now,  it  would  be  a  sufficient  answer,  that  as  our 
Lord  has  appointed  this  to  be  a  mode  of  conferring  his  pardon,  all 
who  feel  the  need  of  that  pardon  will  gladly  and  thankfully  have 
recourse  to  it. 

169.  But  this  is  not  our  only  answer.  We  farther  say,  that  the 
authority  thus  given  by  Christ  to  his  Ministers  proves  it  to  be  his 
purpose  and  his  will,  that  there  be  between  them  and  their  people 
that  free  spiritual  communication  to  which  I  have  before  referred. 
The  benefits,  hence  resulting  to  both,  will  be  most  valuable.  It  will 
impress  on  the  Minister,  if  any  thing  can,  a  due  sense  of  the  special 
obligation  imposed  on  him  to  purity  and  holiness  of  life.  For  will 
he,  dares  he,  pronounce  God's  pardon  of  other  menu's  rans,  while  he 
himself  is  laiden  with  iniquity !  Again,  it  will  compel  him,  if  any 
thing  can,  to  industry  and  carefulness  in  prosecuting  his  spiritual 
studies,  in  labouring  fally  to  understand  the  way  of  God's  salvation, 
and  to  apply  his  knowledge  to  the  comfort  and  edification  of  those 
who  have  recourse  to  Him.  Now  this  cannot  be  accomplished 
without  much  of  serious  reflection — of  studying  of  the  characters 
and  modes  of  thinking  of  his  people — still  more,  of  meditation  in 
Gh>d's  word — above  all,  of  earnest  prayer  to  God  for  His  light.  His 
guidance,  His  merciful  support,  in  this  the  most  arduous  portion  of 
the  Ministerial  office. 

170.  To  the  people,  meim while,  it  is  a  great  blessing  to  be  thus 
practically  reminded  of  the  closeness  of  their  spiritual  connexion 
with  their  pastor — with  him  who  is  an  ^* ambassador'"  to  them 
"for  CUrisf — of  the  goodness  of  God  in  empowering  such  a 
Ministry  of  reconciliation — of  the  inestimable  value  of  their  own 
Church  privileges — above  all,  of  the  internal  qualities  of  faith, 
penitence,  newness  of  heart,  shewing  itself  in  newness  of  life,  which 
alone  can  make  those  privileges,  or  the  Absolution  pronounced  to 
them  by  their  Minister,  to  be  any  thing  else  but  an  increase  of 
their  condemnation. 

MusGRAVE,  Bishop  of  Hereford. — 1842. 

21.  It  will  be  sufficient  to  have  named  these  and  other  like  errors 
to  put  you  on  your  guard  against  them.  Your  own  proficiency  in 
the  Holy  Scriptures — ^your  acquaintance  with  the  Liturgy  and  with 
the  most  profound  and  pious  writers  of  the  Church,  and  the  remem- 
brance of  your  Ordination  Vows  will  be  the  best  security  against 
the  errors  of  which  we  have  been  speaking. 

22.  If  such  deviations  from  the  truth  have  been  of  late  pro- 
pounded, we  cannot  believe  that,  fenced  round  about  as  our  Zion 
IS,  with  testimonies  so  directly  opposite,   they  can  spread  very 
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^deljT,  or  have  an3r  long  continuance.  And  as  history  informs  ns 
of  a  time  when  similar  errors  were  broached  and  resisted,  and  by 
the  good  Providence  of  Ood  were  over-ruled  and  dispersed,  we 
\ronId  fain  persuade  ourselves  of  a  like  happy  result  in  this  our 
day. 

GopLisroN,  Bishop  of  Llandaff. — 1842. 

57.  But  the  distraction  introduced  into  our  Church  by  the  cir- 
cnlation  of  opinions  such  as  these,  and  by  ostentatiously  practising 
forms  of  no  intrinsic  importance,  as  if  they  were  vital  parts  of 
Christianity,  is  an  evil  which  requires  some  more  definite  and  de- 
cisiTe  authority  to  control  it,  than  the  actual  condition  of  our 
National  Church  supplies.  The  Diocesan  is  in  the  first  instance  the 
appointed  guide  in  cases  of  doubt.  But  different  Bishops  may 
decide  difierently ;  and  cases  of  doubt  will  multiply,  as  time  goes 
on,  and  manners  change,  and  unforeseen  circumstances  arise.  Even 
that  serious  point  of  discipline,  the  repelling  Communicants  from 
the  LfOrd'*s  Table,  which  by  the  Rubric  is  in  certain  cases  enjoined, 
often  involves  doubts  for  which  no  adequate  solution  is  provided. 
See  also  Par.  61,  in  Chap.  X. 

O^Brien,  Bishop  of  Ossoby,  Febns,  and  Leighlin. — 1842. 
Vtde  Pan.  168—162,  in  Chap.  IV. 

Denison,  Bishop  of  Salisbury. — 1842. 

But,  in  dealing  with  such  subjects  as  these,  it  is  impossible  not  to 
feel  it  to  be  a  great  anomaly  that  the  Church  is  not  permitted  to 
speak  her  own  sentiments  through  her  rightly  constituted  organs, 
and  to  exercise  those  functions  of  deliberation  and  judgment  which 
are  entrusted  to  her  by  our  constitution  in  Church  and  State.  It 
is  impossible  not  to  feel,  that  it  is  unsatisfactory  that  the  Church 
should  not  have  any  recognised  mode  of  deliberating  on  subjects  of 
whatever  interest ;  of  adapting  her  system  to  new  exigencies ;  or  of 
recording  her  decisions  on  the  most  important  matters.  This  has 
now  been  the  case  for  above  a  century ;  and  we  may  well  rather  be 
thankful  that  no  greater  evils  have  resulted  from  it,  than  be  sur- 
prised that  some  things  have  grown  obsolete,  which  yet  there  is  no 
authority  to  alter ;  that  anomalies  have  sprung  up,  which  it  will  be 
difficult  to  remove ;  and  that  various  ixinctions  of  high  importance, 
which  ought  to  be  discharged  by  the  Church  on  its  own  authority, 
ABd  in  its  own  sacred  character,  are  carried  on,  with  more  or  less 
of  irregularity,  but  most  imperfectly  at  best,  by  self-constituted 
societies,  which  have  been  almost  compelled  to  undertake  offices, 
from  which  the  Church,  in  her  proper  character,  is  debarred. 

I  am  not  ignorant  that  much  may  be  said  in  justification  of  the 

2  u 
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state  of  incapacity  in  which  the  Church  has  thus  been  placed.  The 
history  of  the  proceedings  in  Convocation  at  the  beginning  of  the 
last  century  is  in  many  respects  a  painful  one :  and  though  we  may 
deem  that  its  apparent  resolution  to  uphold  sound  principles  was 
the  immediate  cause  of  the  restraint  imposed  upon  it,  it  is  perhaps 
not  to  be  regretted  that  its  sittings  were  at  that  period  disoon- 
tinued. 

It  may  be  admitted,  too,  that  there  has  not  improbably  been  a 
providential  compensation  made  to  us  for  the  loss  of  positive  advan- 
tages, in  that  the  Church  has  been  restrained  from  evil  action  by  the 
very  trammels  which  have  prevented  her  from  making  changes  for 
good.  It  may  well  be  imagined,  that  if  the  Church  had  always 
possessed  the  power  of  free  deliberation  and  legislative  enactment, 
she  might,  in  some  period  of  her  history,  have  exercised  such  power 
in  a  manner  unbeseeming  her  character  as  keeper  and  witness  of 
the  truth  of  Gt)d.  She  might  perhaps  have  been  drawn  aside  from 
the  path  of  Catholic  verity ;  and  we  might  have  had  now  to  mourn 
over  some  fatal  error,  which  it  might  be  impossible  to  repair.  And 
thus  the  forced  incapacity  of  the  Church  for  consultation  may  have 
operated,  by  the  goodness  of  God,  as  a  means  of  preserving  from 
the  faithless  and  wayward  spirit  of  her  members  the  blessings 
we  are  thankftil  to  enjoy. 

It  is,  however,  obvious,  that  any  advantage  of  this  kind  is  de- 
pendent upon  the  fact,  that  this  bondage  of  the  Church  really  pre- 
serves us  from  change;  and  that  alterations,  which  the  Church 
cannot  make  for  herself,  are  not  made  without  her,  either  by  the 
civil  power,  or  in  any  other  mode. 

But  if  this  should  not  be  the  case,  but,  on  the  contrary,  we  should 
have  all  the  evils  of  this  state  of  incapacity  without  its  advantages; 
— if  the  Church  may  not  have  the  power  of  making  any  changes, 
however  much  she  may  need  or  desire  them,  and  yet  may  be  com- 
mitted to  the  most  important  changes,  without  her  consent,  and 
perhaps  contrary  to  her  opinion, — this  state  of  things  is  one  in  which 
it  is  impossible  willingly  to  acquiesce,  and  which,  in  my  judgment, 
is  fraught  with  evils  and  dangers  far  greater  than  any  which  are  to 
be  apprehended,  be  those  what  they  may,  in  the  orderly  discharge 
of  those  functions  which  rightfully  appertain  to  the  Church. 

No  doubt  errors  might  be  committed  in  the  exercise  of  these,  and 
evils  might  ensue.  There  might  be  haste,  and  heat,  and  prejudice, 
and  ignorance,  and  incapacity,  and  party  divisions,  and  extreme 
opinions,  and  unsound  judgments,  and  all  the  objections  which  ever 
attach  to  assemblies  of  fallible  men,  and  from  which  Synods  of 
Clergy  cannot  claim  to  be  exempt.  But  I  trust  that  there  would 
be  found  also  prudence,  and  calmness,  and  knowledge,  and  sound 
judgment,  and  moderation,  and  impartial  minds ;  I  trust  that  faith- 
ful attachment  to  God's  holy  law,  and  an  earnest  desire  to  follow 
the  guidance  of  the  Spirit  of  wisdom  and  truth  would  keep  us,  if 
not  Arom  the  presence,  yet  from  the  predominance  of  evil ;  would 
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restrain  all  excesses  of  a  rash  and  meddlesome  spirit,  and  teach  us 
to  repair  what  is  defective,  and  to  supply  what  is  lacking,  without 
tampering  with  what  is  sound,  and  true,  and  established,  through  the 
teaching  of  the  Catholic  Church,  on  the  foundation  of  the  Word  of 
God. 

In  this  hope,  and  with  this  belief,  I  am  free  to  avow,  that  I  desire 
to  see  the  day  when  the  Church  of  England  shall  be  permitted  in  a 
lawful  Synod  to  exercise  free  deliberation,  and  to  form,  as  I  trust  by 
the  blessing  of  God  she  would  form,  a  right  judgment  on  those  mat- 
ters, the  decision  of  which  deeply  concerns  her  character,  her  use- 
fulness, and  her  peace. — Charge^  pp.  33 — 36. 

See  also  Kxtnct  from  his  Lordship^s  Ordination  Charge^  p.  678,  supra. 

Pearson,  Dean  of  Salisbury. — 1842. 

54.  In  the  meantime,  much,  very  much,  my  Reverend  Breth- 
ren, with  regard  both  to  ourselves  and  to  the  Church  at  large, 
under  the  guidance  and  good  pleasure  of  its  exalted  Head,  will  de- 
pend upon  the  principles  and  conduct  of  the  Clergy  of  the  Church  of 
England.  If,  as  it  has  been  confidently  predicted  and  asserted  by 
its  authors  and  defenders,  it  is  now  "  too  late*"  *  for  Episcopal,  or 
even  Archi-episcopal,  authority  to  check  and  to  restrain  the  Move- 
ment which  for  the  last  few  years  has  been  so  rapidly  and  exten- 
sively prevailing,  I  have,  for  one,  no  other  resource  but  calmly  and 
patiently  to  await  the  fulfilment  of  that  Word — **  Every  plant 
which  my  Heavenly  Father  hath  not  planted  shall  be  rooted  up^ 
— if,  indeed,  the  Movement,  so  doveloped  and  expanded,  should 
not,  in  its  erring  course,  be  ultimately  absorbed  in  another,  con- 
cerning which  the  voice  of  prophecy  has  distinctly  and  awfully  de- 
clared, that  ''  the  Lord  shall  consume^''  it  '^  with  the  spirit  of  his 
mouth,  and  shall  destroy^  it  '^  with  the  brightness  of  his  coming.^ 

55.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  as  I  am  willing  to  hope  and  to  believe, 
and  as  I  fervently  pray.  He  who  sits  and  watches  over  the  sons  of 
Levi,  "  as  a  refiner  and  purifier,^  to  purge  them  as  gold  and  silver, 
that  they  may  offer  "  unto  the  Lord  an  offering  in  righteousness,'^ 
should  so  illuminate  the  minds  and  ^Heach  the  hearts^  of  the 
Clergy  of  this  land,  that  they  may  detect  the  sophistries  which  at 
present  perplex,  and  discern,  amidst  the  errors  with  which  it  is 
studiously  and  too  successfully  enveloped,  '^  the  truth,  as  it  is  in 
Jesus  C  and,  above  all,  should  give  them  grace  to  believe  and  love 
that  truth,  and  faithfully  to  preach  it,  I  anticipate,  with  delight 
and  joy,  the  dispersion  of  the  clouds  which  now  obscure  it,  and  the 
shining  forth,  with  renewed  and  brighter  lustre,  of  the  "  Sun  of 
Righteousness,  with  healing  in  His  beams.^' 


'  The  Dean  refers  to  Dr.  Pussy's  Letier  to  the  An^bithop  cf  Canterhuryy  quoted  by 
wie  Bishop  of  OsflORV  and  characterized  by  his  Lordship  as  a  "  submissive  menace,^^'^ 
See  the  Bi^utp  qf  Ossory's  Charge,  1842,  Para.  165—150,  in  Chap.  lY.— £d. 
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66.  If,  finally,  with  others  of  that  Ministerial  body,  yon,  my 
Reyerend  Brethren,  cherishinff  and  closely  adhering  to  the  sacred 
home  of  our  fbre&thers,  shaU  labour  to  carry  out,  and  to  ex- 
emplify, not  the  opinions  or  the  practices  of  a  vague  Catholic  Anti- 
quity, except  as  they  are  authoritatively  recognised  and  approved 
by  our  Church,  but  the  Primitive  and  Scriptural  Doctrines  and 
principles  of  the  English  Reformation — then  would  I,  in  the  foil 
assurance  of  faith  and  hope,  predict  the  return  of  those  ^^  showers 
of  blessing^  which  alone  ''  give  the  increase"  to  the  Churdi,  and 
accompany  and  secure  the  salvation  of  men.  Then  shall  the  offer- 
ing of  our  "  Jerusalem  be  pleasant  unto  the  Lord,  as  in  the  dajrs  of 
old,  and  in  the  former  years'' — "and  all  nations  shall  call  us 
blessed^ — "  And  they  that  be  wise*" — "  Teachers^*  as  it  is  rendered 
in  the  margin  of  that  sublime  text.  Teachers  of  the  Truth — "  wise 
to  win  soufs^ — "  shall  shine  as  the  brightness  of  the  firmament ; 
and  they  that  turn  many  to  righteousness  as  the  stars,  for  ever  and 
ever."" 

Pepts,  Bishop  op  Wobcester* — 1842. 
See  Par  ISy  in  Cbap.  XXII. 

Wilson,  Bishop  op  Calcutta. — 1841. • 
Ordination  Sermon^  pp.  63—69.'' 

What  course  the  honoured  Prelates  and  Dignitaries  of  our  Be- 
formed  Church  at  home  may  find  it  right  to  follow,  I  cannot  pre- 
sume to  conjecture.  I  shall  be  guided,  as  much  as  possible,  in  my 
own  proceedings,  by  the  advice  and  directions  of  His  Grace  the 
Archbishop,  under  whom  we  are  all  placed.  Our  moderation  and 
charity  of  spirit  as  a  Church  render  any  public  measures  difficult 
of  adoption,  except  in  extreme  cases,  and  of  some  continuance. 
The  University,  however,  where  the  controversy  began,  has,  by 
the  voice  of  its  Heads  of  Colleges  and  Halls,  given  a  specimen 
of  the  view  taken  of  the  whole  question  by  our  leading  autho- 
rities and  Divines. 

In  my  own  Diocese,  till  I  receive  particular  directions,  I  shall 
proceed,  as  I  ought,  cautiously  but  firmly,  so  far  as  my  influence 
and  mild  authority  as  a  Protestant  Bishop  extend.  I  have  made 
up  my  mind.  I  take  a  very  diflerent  view  of  the  case  now  frova 
what  I  did  three  years  since.  I  then  addressed  a  few  cautionary 
remarks  to  my  Reverend  Brethren  in  my  public  charge*  on  the 

•  Charge  of  July,  1838. 


6  The  following  obeeryations  of  the  Bibhop  of  Calcutta  have  been  reserved  for 
this  place  as  formine  an  appropriate  conclusion  to  a  volume  which  commenced  with 
an  extract  from  his  Lordship^s  C^^ar^^.— Ed. 

"^  See  note  4,  p.  32,  supra, — Ejiw 


EXAMINATION   OF   CANDIDATES   FOB   HOLT    ORDEBfl.  661 

question  as  it  then  lay  before  me.  I  did  not  conceal  even  at  that 
oarly  period  my  fears  of  the  tendencies  of  the  Traditional  School. 
But  I  leaned  to  the  side  of  charity.  I  hoped  the  leaders  would 
have  retracted  or  ceased  to  repeat  their  errors.  I  hoped  the  cha- 
racter of  those  errors  would  have  been  soon  acknowledged,  when 
the  novelty  had  passed.     But  I  was  mistaken. 

I  now  look  on  the  progress  of  these  Doctrines  in  a  very  different 
light.  I  am  an  alarmist.  I  believe  our  Church  was  never  in 
the  danger  she  now  is,  except  perhaps  immediately  before  the 
Great  Rebellion.  Not  the  high  Church  party  of  which  Archbishop 
Laud  was  then  the  head,  nor  the  Non-jurors  who  condemned  the 
glorious  Revolution  of  1688,  carried  out  so  many  of  the  main  prin- 
ciples of  the  Church  of  Rome,  and  professed  them  so  formally,  rally, 
and  systematically  within  the  Church  of  England,  as  is  now 
openly  done. 

I  most  not  be  wanting  to  Christianity  in  the  East  on  this  great 
occasion,  little  as  I  can  hope  to  effect.  I  have  already  in  part  an- 
swered the  appeals  made  to  me  for  my  opinion  from  every  part  of 
the  Diocese,  and  I  may  say  India,  in  various  discourses  delivered 
in  the  progress  of  my  visitation.*  I  seize  the  first  opportunity,  on 
my  return  to  the  metropolis,  to  lift  up,  as  I  am  now  doing,  my 
warning  voice,  on  this  occasion  of  a  solemn  Ordination. 

Upon  one  point  of  detail  I  think  1  should  be  wrong  in  withhold- 
ing from  you  now  my  intention.  It  is  my  design  to  institute  in 
my  future  examinations  for  Holy  Orders  a  more  minute  inquiry 
than  formerly,  as  to  the  sentiments  of  each  candidate  on  the 
sobiect  of  the  sufficiency  and  completeness  of  Holy  Scriptures  as 
laid  down  in  our  sixth  Article,  (which  contains,  indeed,  the  whole 
of  the  Doctrine  of  this  discourse  in  the  most  distinct  and  expressive 
terms,)  and  on  the  ffreat  fundamental  Doctrines  of  our  Faith  im- 
mediately connected  with  it.  And  I  shall  require  also  of  those 
who  are  training  for  Catechists  such  previous  assurances,  at  the 
least  six  months  before  they  offer  themselves  for  the  work,  as  may 
satisfy  me  upon  this  vital  point. 

A  few  Unpiei  o/iuihncs  to  my  Bev&rend  Brethren^  touched  upon  as 
briefly  as  possible,  shall  conclude  this  unavoidably  long  discourse. 

(1.)  Let  us  beware  o{  falling  into  the  opposite  class  of  errors  to 
those  which  we  so  justly  fear,  in  avoiding  one  extreme,  let  us  guard 
against  another.  Let  us  watch  against  any  the  least  depreciation  or 
neglect  of  the  means  of  grace,  of  the  various  branches  of  sound  cri- 
ticism for  arriving  at  the  best  interpretation  of  Scripture,  of  the 
dignity  of  the  Sacraments,  of  the  Divine  Authority  of  the  Episco- 
pu  Polity,  and  the  study  of  Christian  Antiquity.  Let  there  ne  no 
omission  of  any  one  of  the  ordinary  forms  and  usages  of  our  Re- 
fonned  Church.  Let  us  remain  firm,  unmoved,  enlightened  mem- 
bers and  Ministers  of  her  Communion,  with  an  affection  and 

*  Especially  in  fire  Sennons  delivered  at  Simla ;  and  in  single  disooiines  delirered 
tt  Ki]iiiaia,.DeIhi,  Ages,  Ssngor,  AUshftUd,  Benam,  4e.  &c,  in  1840  and  IMl. 
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loyalty  unquestionable  to  her  whole  Polity,  Doctrine,  Offices,  and 
Liturgy,  to  the  minutest  point  as  settled  in  our  Rubrics  and 
Canons. 

(2.)  Hasty  and  uncharitable  judgments  of  others  should^  also^  be 
especially  guarded  against.  One  of  the  great  evils  of  controversy  is 
the  exaggeration,  the  false  rumours,  the  names  of  party  to  which  it 
gives  rise.  Let  us,  then,  listen  to  no  idle  calumnies.  Let  us  put 
the  very  best  interpretation  we  can,  with  sincerity,  upon  doubtful 
actions.  Let  us  impute  no  motives.  Let  us  bear  with  slight  over- 
statements on  subordinate  matters,  where  we  hope  the  mam  truths 
of  the  Gbspel  in  the  salvation  of  souls  are  adhered  to.  Let  patience 
have  her  perfect  work  in  this  time  of  our  Churches  trouble  and 
rebuke.* 

Let  us  do  more.  Let  us  imitate,  as  well  as  commend,  what  is 
really  praiseworthy  in  those  who  may  most  widely  differ  from  us, 
however  we  may  dread  the  effects  of  their  system.  If  there  be  in 
them  activity,  zeal,  an  unworldly  spirit,  devotedness  to  their  sacred 
calling,  indefatigable  labours  amongst  their  flocks,  generosity  to  the 
poor,  learning,  talent,  amiableness  of  demeanour,  let  us  copy  these 
excellent  qualities,  only  avoiding  any  approach  to  the  errors  which 
may  unhappily  be  associated  with  them. 

(3.)  Prayer  to  Almighty  God^  the  fountain  ofgraee^far  the  larger 
ejffiision  of  the  influences  of  his  Spirit^  should  be,  above  all,  offered, 
and  offered  without  ceasing,  that  He  would  withdraw  his  stroke 
from  us.  We  should  also  with  deep  prostration  of  soul  acknow- 
ledge his  riffhteous  chastisement  of  us  as  a  Church,  for  our  unfruit- 
Ailness  and  manifold  provocations  of  his  Holy  Spirit.  These  con- 
troversies are  permitted  in  anger ;  and  if  we  turn  not  to  him  that 
smiteth  us,  neither  seek  the  Lord  of  HostSjf  we  cannot  expect  that 
He  will  interpose  on  our  behalf.  He  only  can  interfere  with  effect. 
His  Holy  Spirit  can  alone  restore  the  Holy  Scriptures  and  the 
great  truths  of  the  Gt>spel  to  their  just  supremacy.  His  mercy 
alone  can  dissipate  opposing  errors ;  His  powerful  grace  cause  all 
these  baneful  traditions  and  inventions  of  men  to  be  rejected,  and 
the  vital  truths  of  the  Oospel  of  Christ  to  be  believed  and  preached. 
It  is  not  argument  we  want,  but  Divine  influence,  to  save  our 
Church. 

(4.)  In  this  spirit  let  us  humbly  trust  in  the  name  of  the  Lordy  and 
stay  ourselves  upon  our  God.X  The  times  were,  and  are  still,  big 
with  hope  upon  the  whole.  The  apostacy  is  not  fully  come  in. 
All  may  be  remedied.  The  world  sighs  for  salvation.  Our  Mis- 
sions are  bursting  out  with  life.  The  power  of  our  great  Protestant 
country  is  extending  on  all  hands.  An  access  for  the  Gbspel  into 
the  interior  of  the  chief  heathen  nations  seems  preparing.  We 
may  hope,  then,  that  the  dark  tempest  now  gathering  over  us  may 
yet  be  dispersed.     God'^s  ways  are  not  our  ways.    Possibly  the 

*  JwoM i. 4 ;  lauah uxvii.S.  f  iMuab  is.  13.  t  lamh  1.  la 
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bold  protest  which  the  great  body  of  oar  Church  is  now  entering 
against  these  corruptions  of  the  Gospel,  may  be  blessed  to  a  rapid 
return  of  our  younger  Clergy  (for  it  is  the  young  chiefly  who  are 
led  astray)  to  the  ways  of  truth.     Then  the  threatened  apostacy 
Av^ili  be  arrested.     Then  the  pure  Gospel  will  resume  its  sway. 
Then  the  Lord  Christ  will  return  to  us  as  a  Church  and  people. 
Then  his  Cross  and  Passion  will  again  be  known,  beloved,  acknow- 
ledged, relied  on,  gloried  in,  as  the  only  meritorious  around  o/Ju^ 
tificaiion;  and  his  Spirit  sought  for  and   honoured,  as  the   only 
gracious  source  of  holiness  and  comfort.     Then  our  Church,  in  com- 
mon with  the  other  branches  of  the  uniyersal  Body  of  the  FaithAil, 
will  shine  brighter  than  eyer,  holding  forth  the  Word  op  Lifb  to 
them  that  sit  in  darkness  ;*  till  at  length  the  earth  he  filled  with  the 
Jbwnoledffe  of  the  Lord  cu  the  waters  cover  the  sea.'f^ 

Dko  sou  Gloria. 
*  Phil  ii  10.  t  Inidb  si  9. 
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APPENDIX    A. 


I.  LETTER  OF  THE  FOUR  TUTORS  TO  THE  EDITOR  OF  THE  TRACTS 
FOR  THE  TIMES. 

TO  TBB  BDrrOR  OF  THE  "  TRACTS  FOR  THB  TIM S8.^* 

SiR^ — Our  attention  having  been  called  to  No.  90  in  the  series  of  "  Tracts  for  the 
Times,  by  Members  of  the  University  of  Oxford,*'  of  which  you  are  the  Editor,  the 
impression  produced  in  our  mind  by  its  contents  is  of  so  painful  a  character,  that  we 
feel  it  our  duty  to  intrude  ourselves  briefly  on  your  notice.  This  publication  is  en- 
titled ''  Remarks  on  certain  passages  in  the  Thirty-nine  Articles  ;*'  and,  as  these 
Articles  are  appointed  by  the  statutes  of  the  University  to  be  the  text-book  for  tutors 
in  their  theological  teaching,  we  hope  that  the  situations  we  hold  in  our  respective 
colleges  will  secure  us  from  the  charge  of  presumption  in  thus  coming  forward  to 
addressyou. 

The  iWct  has,  in  our  apprehension,  a  highly  dangerous  tendency,  from  its  sugmt- 
iog  that  certain  very  important  errors  of  the  Church  of  Rome  are  not  condemned  by 
the  Articles  of  the  Churcn  of  England :  for  instance,  that  those  Articles  do  not  contain 
anv  condemnation  of  the  doctrines — 

1.  Of  Purgatory, 

2.  Of  Pardons, 

3.  Of  the  Worshipping  and  Adoration  of  Images  and  Relics^ 

4.  Of  the  Invocation  of  Saints, 

5.  Of  the  ISflass, 

aB  they  are  tanght  authoritatively  b^  the  Church  of  Rome ;  but  only  of  certain  absurd 
practices  and  opinions,  which  intelhgent  Romanists  repudiate  as  much  as  we  do.  It 
18  intimated,  moreover,  that  the  declaration  prefixed  to  the  Articles,  so  far  as  it  has 
any  weight  at  all,  sanctions  this  mode  of  interpreting  them,  as  it  is  one  which  takes 
them  in  their  ''  literal  and  grammatical  sense,**  and  does  not  <<  affix  any  new  sense**  to 
them.  The  Tract  would  thus  appear  to  us  to  have  a  tendency  to  mitigate,  beyond 
what  charity  requires,  and  to  the  prejudice  of  the  pure  truth  of  the  Gospel,  the  very 
aerioos  differences  which  separate  the  Church  of  Rome  from  our  own,  and  to  shake 
the  confidence  of  the  less  learned  members  of  the  Church  of  England  in  the  Scriptural 
ctutfacter  of  her  formularies  and  teaching. 

We  readily  admit  the  necessity  of  allowing  that  liberty,  in  interpreting  the  formu- 
laries of  our  Church,  which  has  been  advocated  by  many  of  its  most  learned  bishops 
ftQd  other  eminent  divines ;  but  this  Tract  puts  forward  new  and  startling  views  as  to  tne 
extent  to  which  that  liberty  may  be  carried.  For  if  we  are  right  in  our  apprehension 
of  the  anthor*8  meaning,  we  are  at  a  loss  to  see  what  security  would  remain,  were  his 
principles  generally  recognised,  that  the  most  phiinly  erroneous  Doctrines  and  practioes 
of  the  Church  of  Rome  might  not  be  inculcated  in  Uie  lecture-rooms  of  the  University, 
and  from  the  pulpits  of  our  churches. 

In  conclusion,  we  venture  to  call  your  attention  to  the  impropriety  of  such  questions 
*^°g  treated  in  an  anonymous  publication,  and  to  express  an  earnest  hope  that  yon 
^y  he  authorized  to  make  known  the  writer*^  name.  Considering  how  very  grave  and 
solemn  the  whole  subject  is,  we  cannot  help  thinking  that  both  the  Church  and  the 
^I^^y  '^'^  entitled  to  ask  that  some  person,  besides  the  printer  and  publisher  of 
^*^  Tract,  should  acknowle^;e  himself  responsible  for  its  contents. 

We  are.  Sir,  your  ohedient  humble  Servants, 
T.  T.  Churton,  M.A.  Yioe-Principal  and  Tutor  of  Brasenose  College. 
H.  B.  Wilson,  B.D.  Fellow  and  Senior  Tutor  of  St.  John*lB  College. 
John  Orifpiths,  M.  A.  Sub- Warden  and  Tutor  of  Wadham  CoUege. 
^^^       A.  C.  Tait,  Bi.  a.  Fellow  and  Senior  Tutor  of  Balliol  College. 
_,  Oxford, 
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II.  RKSOLUTION  OF  THE  HEBDOBfADAL  BOARD  WITH  REFERENCE  TO 

TRACT  90, 

Ai  •  Meeimg  qfthe  ViM-ChMwOhr^  HmuU  of  Hoitaeh  md  Proeian,  im  the  Detrain* 
Boom,  March  I5ihj  1841. 

Considering  thai  it  is  enjoined  in  tbe  Statutes  of  this  UniYenhj,  (TU.  III.  Sect.  iL 
Tit  IX.  Sect  il  §.  S.  Sect  v.  §.  a.)  that  eym  Stadent  shall  be  instructed  and  exam- 
ined in  the  Thirty-nine  Articles,  and  shall  subscribe  to  them  ;  considering  also  that  a 
Tmct  has  recenthr  appeared,  dated  from  Oxford,  and  entitled  **Remark9  #»  etrtmm 
pat$age9  in  the  7%tWy-ntii«  AriieleB,*^  bebg  No.  90  of  the  Tracts  for  the  Times,  a 
series  of  anonjrmotts  publications,  purporting  to  be  written  by  Members  of  the  Uni- 
versity,  but  wmch  are  in  no  way  sanctioned  by  the  University  itself; 

RnsoLVBD,  7%a/  the  modes  </  mtefpretaikmy  aueh  ae  mre  euggeeted  m  iheeaid  Traet, 
evading  rather  than  esplaining  the  eenee  qf  the  T%irtg-nine  ArOeiei,  and  reegneilmg 
embicripiion  to  them,  with  the  adogttion  qf  errorw  which  theg  were  deeigned  to  ootmteract, 
dtfeai  the  object^  and  are  ineoneieteni  wUh  the  due  obeervanee  qf  the  aboooHnemiioned 

STATOm. 

P.  Wtnt«b, 

Vice-ChanceDcr. 


III.  MR.  NEWMANS  LETTER  TO  THE  VICE^HANCELLOR. 

Mr.  Vici-ChancslloR| — ^I  write  this  respectfully  to  Inform  you,  that  I  am  the 
author,  and  have  the  sole  responsibility,  of  the  Tract  on  which  the  Hebdomadal  Board 
has  iust  now  expressed  an  opinion,  and  that  I  have  not  ^ven  my  name  hitherto,  under 
the  belief  that  it  was  desired  that  I  should  not.  I  hope  it  will  not  sorprise  yon  if  I  say, 
that  my  opinion  remains  unchanged  of  the  truth  and  honesty  of  the  principle  main- 
tained m  the  Tract,  and  of  the  necessity  of  putting  it  forth.  At  the  same  tune  I  am 
prompted  by  my  feelings  to  add  my  deep  consciousness  that  erery  thing  I  attempt 
might  be  done  in  a  better  spirit,  and  in  a  better  way ;  and,  while  I  am  sincerely  sorry 
for  the  trouble  and  anxiety  I  have  eiven  to  the  members  of  the  Board,  I  beg  to  return 
my  thanks  to  them  for  an  set,  which,  even  though  founded  on  nusapprehension,  may  be 
made  as  profitable  to  myself  as  it  is  relieiously  and  charitably  intenaed.i 


I  say  all  this  with  mat  sincerity,  and  am, 
Mr.  vice-chancellor. 

Your  obedient  Servant, 
Oriel  College,  John  Hxnrt  Nxwiian. 

March  16th,  1841. 


younger  nienben  :"^snd  ■gaiii>  (p.  SS,>  **  Wbatover  baa  been  aaid,  or  ia  to  be  < 
qnenoe^ia,  I  amaore*  to  ba  aacKibed  to  the  isoatooaacientioaa  fediaoa." 
And  yet.  Ma.  Palmbb,  in  hit  Narrative  of  Events,  ipeaka  of  a  "furiofu  egUmtien,' 


JLdter  ta  Dr. 

taU 

quite  eonabtrat 

of  oar 


tIriHg  pertecutiom,"  and  aacribea  the  oondemnation  of  Tract  90  to  "  mereig  persemai  kMiUUf.*' 
p.  St.    Da.  Hook,  teo,  in  avowing  his  amoBMnt  **in  tbe  very  prlnoiple  adTocstod  in  Tract  M/' 


— "dotocinlned  to  take  hi»  ataad  with  Mr.  Newnaa/'  on  the  growid  of  Ua  bohMr  •'aOanood  not 
by  aignmeat  but  by  uiurped  autharkjf,*'   Boo  hia  Letter  to  the  Bi$kog  ^  RIpon.  pp.  4-«. 
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I.    MR.  NEWMAN*S   RETRACTATION. 


ThgfoUowmg  Letter  haa  bsenfmiHtrded  iotii  for  jmbthaiiem.  It  is  wUhaia  any  tlf^ 
nature  f  but  we  dare  toff  eome  qfour  Oaford  readers  wUlJSnd  no  d^ffUndiy  infixing ttJMfi 
the  name  ^f  the  teriter,*  For  oureehesy  we  give  it  wOhout  note  or  commenL'^Thm  Con- 
sery&tive  JoumaL 

To  TBI  Editor  of  tuu  CoMsnyATiVB  Journal. 

It  18  tme  that  I  ha^e  at  various  times,  in  writing  against  the  Roman  system,  used 
not  merely  arguments,  about  which  I  am  not  here  speaking,  but  what  ic«ds  like  de- 
clamation.. 

1.  For  instance,  in  1833,  in  the  Lpra  Apostoiiea,  I  called  it  a  '^  lost  Church.** 

2.  Also,  in  1833, 1  spoke  of  the  **  Papal  Apostasy**  in  a  work  upon  the  Arians.f 

3.  In  the  same  year,  in  No.  15  of  the  series  called  The  Tracts  for  the  Timesy  in  which 
Tract  the  words  are  often  mine,  though  I  cannot  claim  it  as  a  whole,  I  say— . 

**  True,  Rome  is  heretical  now — nay,  grant  she  has  thereby  forfeited  her  Orders: 
yet,  at  least,  she  was  not  heretical  in  the  primitive  ages.  If  she  has  i^rastatized,  it 
was  at  the  time  of  the  Council  of  Trent.  Then,  indrnd,  it  b  to  be  feared  the  whole 
Roman  Communion  bound  itself,  by  a  perpetual  bond  and  covenant,  to  the  cause  d 
Antichrist"  ^ 

Of  this  and  other  Tracts,  a  friend,  with  whom  I  was  on  very  familiar  termSy  ob- 
Bervnd,  in  a  Letter  some  time  afterwards,  thouffh  not  of  this  particuhur  part  of  it : — 

''  It  is  very  encouraging  about  the  Tracts— but  I  wish  I  could  prevail  on  you,  when 
the  second  edition  comes  out,  to  cancel  or  materially  alter  severaL  The  other  day 
accidentally  put  in  my  way  the  Tract  on  the  Apostolical  Suoeessien  m  Uie  Engliik 
Churchy  and  it  really  does  seem  so  verv  unfaur,  that  I  wonder  you  could,  even  in  the 
extremity  of  oUorofua  and  ^wwciefthsy  have  consented  to  be  a  party  to  it** 

On  the  passage  above  quoted,  I  observe  myself,  in  a  pampnlet  published  in  1838—. 

**  I  confess  I  wi^  this  passage  were  not  cast  in  so  declamatory  a  form;  but  the  sub- 
stance of  it  expresses  just  what  I  mean.** 

4.  Also,  in  1833,  I  said:-. 

<«  Their  communion  is  infected  with  heresy  ;  we  are  bound  to  flee  it  as  a  pestilence. 
The^  have  established  a  lie  in  the  place  of  God*s  truth,  and  by  their  daim  of  immn- 
tability  in  doctrine,  cannot  undo  the  sin  they  have  committed.**    Tract  20. 

6.  In  1834, 1  said,  in  a  Magazine  : — 

**  The  spirit  of  old  Rome  has  risen  again  in  its  former  place,  and  has  evidenced  its 
identity  by  its  works.  It  has  possessed  the  Church  there  planted,  as  an  evil  spirit 
might  ieize  the  demoniacs  df  primitive  times,  and  makes  her.  speak  words  which  are 
not  her  own.  In  the  corrupt  papal  system  we  have  the  very  crueltv,  the  craft,  and  the 
ambition  of  the  republic ;  its  cruelty  in  its  unsparing  sacrifice  of  the  happiness  and 
virtue  of  individuals  to  a  phantom  of  public  expediency,  in  its  forced  celibacy  within, 
and  its  persecutions  without ;  its  craft  in  its  falsehoods,  its  deceitful  deeds  and  lying 
wonders  *,  and  its  grasping  ambition  in  the  very  structure  of  its  policy,  in  its  assumption 
of  universal  dominion  ;  old  Rome  is  still  alive  ;  no  where  have  its  eagles  lighted,  but 
it  still  claims  tiie  sovereignty  under  another  pretence^  The  Roman  Church  I  will  not 
blame,  but  pity— she  is,  as  I  have  said,  spell-bound,  as  if  by  an  evil-spirit ;  she  is  in 
thraldom.** 

I  say  in  the  same  paper :— i 

*'  In  the  book  of  Revelations,  the  sorceress  upon  the  seven  hills  is  not  the  Church  of 
Rome,  as  is  often  taken  for  gnmted,  but  Rome  itself,  that  bad  spirit  whidi,  in  its  ior- 

•  The  Rev.  /.  H.  Newmsii,  wboae  frienda  are  ahewing  it  aboat  in  Oxford  m  the  prodnetion  of 
hit  pen. 
t  Arisna  ^tks  Fourth  Cemtwnft  by  the  Rev.  J.  H.  Newmaa. 
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met  shape,  was  tbe  animating  principle  of  the  fonrth  monarchy.  In  St.  Paars  pro- 
phecy, it  is  not  the  Temple  or  Church  of  Grod,  but  the  man  of  sin  in  the  Temple,  the 
old  man  or  evil  principle  of  the  flesh  which  exalteth  itself  against  God.  Certsinlr  ii 
«ff  a  mystery  of  iniquity,  and  one  which  may  well  excite  our  dismay  and  horror,  tLai 
in  the  very  heart  of  the  Church,  in  her  highest  dignity,  in  the  seat  of  St.  Peter,  the 
evil  principle  has  throned  itself,  and  rules.  It  seems  as  if  that  spirit  had  saiDed  sabUety 
by  years ;  Popi^  Rome  has  succeeded  to  Rome  Pagan :  and  would  that  we  had  do 
reason  to  expect  still  more  crafty  developments  of  Antichrist  amid  the  wreck  of  uisd> 
tutions  and  establishments  which  will  attend  the  fall  of  the  Papacy !  .  .  .  .  I  deny  that 
the  distinction  is  unmeaning.  Is  it  nothing  to  be  able  to  look  on  our  mother,  to  vhom 
we  owe  the  blessing  of  Christianity,  with  abaction  instead  of  hatred,  with  pity  indeed, 
nay  and  fear,  but  not  with  horror  ?  Is  it  nothing  to  rescue  her  from  the  faanl  namea 
wluch  interpreters  of  prophecy  have  put  on  her,  as  an  idolatress  and  an  enemy  of  God, 
when  she  is  deceived  rather  than  a  aeoeiver  ?** 

I  also  say: — 

**  She  virtually  substitutes  an  external  ritual  for  moral  obedience ;  penanoe  for  peni- 
tenoe,  confession  for  sorrow,  profession  for  faith,  the  lips  for  the  heart ;  such  at  least  is 
her  system  as  understood  by  the  many.** 

Also  I<  say  in  the  same  paper  : — 

^  Rome  has  robbed  us  of  high  principles  which  she  has  retained  herself,  though  in  a 
corrupt  state.  When  we  left  her,  she  suffered  us  not  to  go  in  the  beauty  of  holiness, 
we  left  our  garments  and  fled.** 

Against  these  and  other  passages  of  thb  paper  the  same  friend,  before  it  was  pub- 
lished, made  the  following  protest  :_ 

'^  I  only  except  from  this  general  approbation,  your  second  and  most  supeifluons  hit 
at  the  poor  Komanists ;  you  have  first  set  them  down  as  demoniacally  possessed  by  the 
evil  genius  of  Pagan  Rome,  but  notwithstanding  are  able  to  find  something  to  admire 
in  their  spirit,  particularly  because  they  apply  ornament  to  its  proper  purposes  :  and 
then  you  talk  of  their  churches  ;  and  all  that  is  very  well,  and  one  hopes  one  has  heard 
the  end  of  name-calling,  when  all  at  once  you  relapse  into  your  Protestantism,  and 
deal  in  what  I  take  leave  to  call  slang.** 

Then,  after  a  remark  which  is  not  to  the  purpose  of  these  extracts^  he  adds  :-. 

**  I  do  not  believe  that  any  Roman  Catholic  of  education  would  tell  you  that  he 
identified  penitence  and  penance.  In  fact  I  know,  that  they  often  preach  against  this 
very  error  as  well  as  you  could  do.** 

6.  In  1834,  I  also  used  of  certain  doctrines  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  the  epithets 
** unscriptural,**  ** profane,"  ** impious,'*  *'bold,'*  "unwarranted,**  "blasphemous,** 
" gross,*'  **  monstrous,**  **  cruel,*'  "administering  deceitful  comfort,**  and  "unau- 
thorized,** in  Tract  38.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  tliat  I  had  not  a  definite  meaning  in 
every  one  of  these  epithets,  or  that  I  did  not  weigh  them  before  I  used  them. 

W  ith  reference  to  this  passage  the  same  monitor  had  said  :r- 

"  I  must  enter  another  protest  against  your  cursing  and  swearing  at  the  end  of  the 
first  Via  Media  as  you  do,  (Tract  38.)  What  good  can  it  do  ?  I  call  it  uncharitable 
to  an  excess.  How  mistaken  we  may  ourselves  be  on  many  points  that  are  only 
gradually  opening  on  us  ?'* 

I  withdrew  the  whole  passage  several  years  ago. 

7.  I  said  in  1837  of  the  Church  of  Rome  :— 

"  In  truth  she  is  a  Church  beside  herself  abounding  in  noble  gifts  and  rightful  titles, 
but  unable  to  use  them  religipusly;  crafty,  obstinate,  wilful,  malicious,  cruel,  un> 
natural,  as  madmen  are.  Or,  rather,  she  may  be  said  to  resemble  a  demoniac,  po6« 
sessed  with  principles,  thoughts,  and  tendencies  not  her  own,  in  outward  form  and  in 
outward  powers  what  Qod  made  her ;  but  ruled  within  by  an  inexorable  spirit,  who 
is  sovereign  in  his  management  over  her,  and  most  subtle  and  most  successful  in  the 
use  of  her  gifts.  Thus,  she  is  her  real  self  only  in  name,  and  till  €rod  vouchsafe  to  re- 
store her,  we  must  treat  her  as  if  she  were  that  evil  one  which  governs  her.** 

8.  In  1837,  I  also  said  in  a  Review : 

"  The  second  and  third  Gre^ories  appealed  to  the  people  against  the  Ehnperor  for  a 
most  unjustifiable  object,  and  m  apparently  a  most  unjustifiable  way.  They  became 
rebels,  to  establish  image  worship.  However,  even  in  this  transaction,  we  trace  the 
original  principle  of  Church  power,  though  miserably  defaced  and  perverted,  whose  form 

'  Had  yet  not  lost 
All  her  original  brightness,  nor  appeared 
Less  than  Archangel  ruined  and  the  excess 
Of  glory  obscured.' 
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Upon  the  same  basis,  as  is  notorious,  was  bnilt  the  Ecclesiastical  Monarchy.  It  was 
not  the  breath  of  princes^  or  the  smiles  of  a  court,  which  fostered  the  stem  and  lofty 
spirit  of  Hildebrand  and  Innocent.  It  was  the  neglect  of  self,  the  renunciation  of 
worldly  pomp  and  ease,  the  appeal  to  the  people." 

I  must  observe,  however,  upon  this  passage,  that  no  reference  is  made  in  it  (the 
idea  is  shocking)  to  the  subject  of  Milton^  Imes,  who  ill  answers  to  the  idea  of  purity 
and  virtue  def^ied,  of  which  they  speak.  An  application  is  made  of  them  to  a  subject 
w^hich  I  considered,  when  I  so  wrote,  to  befit  them  better,  viz.  the  Roman  Church  as 
viewed  in  a  certain  exercise  of  her  power  in  the  person  of  two  Popes. 

Perhaps  I  have  made  other  statements  in  a  similar  tone,  and  tnat,  again,  when  the 
statements  themselves  were  unexceptionable  and  true.  If  you  ask  me  how  an  indi- 
vidual could  venture,  not  simply  to  hold,  but  to  publish  such  views  of  a  communion  so 
ancient,  so  wide-spreading,  so  fruitful  in  saints,  I  answer,  that  I  said  to  myself,  <*  I 
am  not  speaking  my  own  words,  I  am  but  following  almost  a  omuensiu  of  the  di- 
vines of  my  Church.  They  have  ever  used  the  strongest  language  aeainst  Rome,  even 
the  most  able  and  learned  of  them.  I  wish  to  throw  myself  into  their  system.  While 
I  say  what  they  say,  I  am  safe.  Such  views,  too,  are  necessary  for  our  position.*^  Yet 
I  have  reason  to  fear  still,  that  such  language  is  to  be  ascribed,  in  no  small  measure, 
to  an  impetuous  temper,  a  hope  of  approving  myself  to  persons*  respect,  and  a  wish 
to  repel  the  charge  of  Ronoanism. 

An  admission  of  this  kind  involves  no  retractation  of  what  I  have  written  in  defence 
of  Anglican  doctrine.  And  as  I  make  it  for  personal  reasons,  I  make  it  without  con- 
salting  others.  I  am  as  fully  convinced  as  ever,  indeed  I  doubt  not  Roman  Catholics 
themselves  would  confess,  that  the  Anglican  doctrine  is  the  strongest,  nay,  the  only 
possible  antagonist  of  their  system.  If  Rome  is  to  be  withstood,  it  can  be  done  in  no 
other  way. 

December  12,  1842. 


II.    LETTER  TO  MR.  NEWMAN  FROM  A  MEMBER  OF  CONVOCATION. 
To  THB  Rev.  J.  H.  Niwman, 

Rk7.  Sir, — In  the  Oj^ord  Herald  of  Saturday  last  there  appears  a  Letter,  which, 
claiming  you  for  its  author,*  although  without  any  name  attached  to  it,  has  naturally 
created  a  great  sensation  in  the  University  by  its  retractation  of  several  of  the  passages 
in  your  published  writings,  in  which  you  were  considered  to  have  ''  pledged  yourself 
the  most  strongly'''  (to  borrow  your  own  expressionf)  **  against  the  Church  of  Rome." 
Allow  me  to  point  out  to  you  one  or  two  difficulties  which  have  occurred  to  me  in  the 
perusal  of  your  Letter,  which  have  probably  suggested  themselves  to  other  persons  as 
well.  You  refer  to  a  series  of  passages  penned  by  you,  between  the  years  1833  and 
1838,  in  which  you  denounce  the  Church  of  Rome  as  ''a  communion  infected  with 
heresy,  crafty,  obstinate,  cruel,  malicious,  and  as  having  bound  itself,  you  feared,  at 
the  Council  of  Trent  b^  a  perpetual  bond  and  covenant  to  the  cause  of  Antichrist  ;** 
and  you  further  cite,  with  an  apparent  acknowledgment  of  their  justice,  the  observa- 
tions of  a  iriend,  in  which  he  blames  you  for  this  language,  and  remarks  upon  some  of 
your  expressions  that  they  were  **  so  very  unfair,"  that  he  M'ondered  you  could  *'  even 
in  the  extremity  of  oiKovofua  and  ipfvcucurfAhiV^  liave  permitted  yourself  to  use  them. 

At  the  close  of  your  Letter  you  say,  *'  If  you  ask  me  how  an  individual  could 
venture,  not  simply  to  hold,  but  to  publish  such  views  of  a  communion  so  ancient,  so 

*  i'C.  in  the  following  paanage :— "  Also  in  183.1 1  spoke  of  '  the  Papal  Apostacy'  in  a  work  npon 
the  AriauB,"  the  title  of  the  work  being,  **  The  Ariatu  of  the  Fourth  Centvry,  by  the  Rev.  J.  H. 
"CWTOm," 

t  Utter  to  Dr.  Jelf,  p.  30. 

I  ^^yojcur/i^f  in  Donnegan'a  Lexicon  is  rendered  "  imposture ;  deception  by  a  fake  appear, 
ance ;  delation  ;  deception.*'  Of  the  olKoyo/jda  yon  hare  yourself  given  the  following  account  in 
y<*J' work  npon  the  Arians:— 

th  1^  Alexandrian  Father  who  has  already  been  referred  to  (Clement)  accurately  describes 
we  rales  which  should  guide  the  Christian  in  speaking  and  acting  eeofumkall^.  *  Being  ever 
£^^^^<k1  of  the  omoipreseoce  of  God,'  he  says,  '  and  ashamed  to  come  short  of  the  truth,  he  is 
wtwfled  with  the  approval  of  God,  and  of  his  own  conscience.  Whatever  is  in  his  mind,  is  also 
hi*  ^'^^^c ;  towards  those  who  are  fit  recipients,  both  in  speaking  and  living,  he  harroonixes 
Jt  P'^iewion  with  his  opinions.     He  both  thinks  and  speaks  the  truth;   except  when  con* 

aeration  J3  necessary,  and  then,  as  a  physician  for  the  good  of  his  patients,  he  will  be  false,  or 
^^•Wwhood,  as  tii  Sophists  say."^p.  81. 
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wlde-qirMdiiig,  m  froilfiil  in  MiBtB,  I  aamrar  thftt  I  nid  tomyadi^  *  I  am  not  c 
nr  own  words,  I  am  but  following  almost  a  emmnmu  of  the  diTinea  of  my  i 
They  have  erer  naed  the  atrongert  languaflie  aeainat  Rome,  even  the  most  able  aad 
leaned  of  theoL  I  wish  to  throw  myadf  into  tiieir  sjstem.  While  I  aaj  what  tfaej 
aavy  I  am  safe.*"    Yon  add,  **  Sadi  Tiews  too  are  noeeamry  for  oor  position.** 

Nowy  siTy  in  your  Letter,  which  ia  dated  Dee.  12, 1842,  yon  make  no  relereaoe  {uik§, 
I  afaall  not  stop  to  enquire)  to  your  Letter  to  Dr.  Jelf,  dated  Maieh  IS,  1841.  in  iHni^ 
and  therefore  not  qnito  two  years  ago,  yon  used  the  following  langaags;,  wiiidi  I  an 
wholly  unable  to  aoeoont  for  by  the  f oregraig  explanation. 

"  As  to  the  present  anthoritative  teaching  of  the  Chnrdi  of  Borne,  lojudpm  ly  wifl^ 
we  «M  i^U  in  ptAUe,  I  think  it  ffoet  very  far  indeed  te  eubtiihiU  anoiher  Geepei  far  ike 
true  one  t  instead  of  setting  before  the  sonl  the  Holy  Trinity,  and  Heaven,  and  HeB, 
it  does  seem  to  me  as  a  popular  svstom,  to  preach  the  Blessed  Yiigin,  and  the  Sainis, 
and  Pmgatory.  Or,  to  nse  woros  in  which  I  have  only  a  year  ago  expressed  myself, 
when  eontnuBting  Romanism  with  the  teaching  of  the  aodent  Chinch,  *  That  a  eerlain 
change  in  objeetiTe  and  external  religion  has  come  over  the  Latm,  nay  and  in  a 
measnre  the  Greek  Chnreh,  wn  oonsidui  to  sa  a  plain  bistqrical  fact  ;  a  dianee 
sofficiently  startling  to  recal  to  our  minds  with  verv  unpleasant  sensations  tlie  awful 
words, '  Though  we,  or  an  angel  from  heaven,  preach  any  other  Gkiqpel  unto  yon  than 
that  ye  have  receiyed,  let  him  be  accursed/** 

Now,  sir,  when  yon  here  say  that  the  corruption  of  the  Romish  system  is  a  ^^  plac? 
nnroRiCAL  fact,**  and  <'  you  judos  bt  what  vou  sbx  of  rr  in  public,**  that  it  "goes 
for  to  substituto  another  (Gospel  for  the  true  one,**  do  you  really  mean  that  thene  are 
not  your  own  words,  and  that  ^ou  are  *'  merely  following  almost  a  oonsensoB  of  the 
diyines  of  your  Church?**  Is  this  olieorofiht,  or  ^ffTCuaeyi^  to  speak  Greek,  or,  in  plain 
Eufflish,  is  it  common  honesty  ? 

But  you  inform  us  that  you  satisfied  your  conscience  with  another  reflection,  namely, 
that  *'  such  views  were  necessary  for  your  position.**  I  am  at  a  loss  to  undentand  yon 
here.  Is  vour  excuse  that  of  Bishop  Montague,  when  the  Pope*B  agent*  reproached 
him  with  nit  censures  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  '<  Oh,  they  are  things  of  form,  chiefly 
to  humour  the  populace,  and  are  not  to  be  too  much  regarded?**  And  if  you  do  not 
mean  this,  allow  me  to  ask  what  you  do  mean  ? 

At  all  cTcnts,  yon  now  abandon  the  language  which  you  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
using  for  not  less  than  eight  years,  and  ackno^edge  that  in  using  it  you  were  in  ''no 
smaU  measure  influenc^  by  an  impetuous  temper,  a  hope  of  approving  yours^  to 
persons*  respect,  and  a  wish  to  repel  the  charge  of  Romanism.**  It  is  ttioa  that  you 
nave  shifted  from  point  to  point  through  everv  stage  of  your  erratic  oourBc.  First, 
those  who  agreed  with  you  were  Anglo-Catholic,  now  they  are  Catholic;  those  who 
diflered  from  you  were  ultra-Protestant,  now  Protestant ;  first  the  Council  of  Trent 
was  **  atrocious,**  then  only  **  unhappy,**  at  last  quite  orthodox.  And  now,  you  have 
fulfilled  Dr.  Wi8einan*8  prediction,  addressed  to  vou  upon  the  repetition  in  your 
Letter  to  Dr.  Jelf  of  the  language  which  you  now  disclaim.  '*  Why  not  suspect  your 
own  judgments,  if  you  find  tlut  mey  vary  ?  If  there  ever  was  a  time  when  you  did  not 
see  many  of  our  doctrines  as  you  now  view  them,  when  you  utterly  rejected  all  oom- 
precation  with  as  well  as  prafwrs  to  Saints  ;  all  honour  without  reserve  to  imaffes  and 
relics ;  when  you  did  not  practise  prayers  for  the  departed,  nor  turned  from  the  oon- 
gresation  in  your  services ;  when  you  did  not  consider  bodily  mortification  ueooooaiy, 
or  the  Breviary  so  beautiful ;  when  in  fine  you  were  more  remote  from  us  in  practice 
and  feeling  than  your  writings  now  shew  you  to  be ;  why  noi  tutped  thai  a  Juriker 
apprtufknation  tnay  yet  remain ;  that  further  discoveries  of  truth  in  what  to  day  seems 
erroneous,  may  be  reserved  for  to-morrow,  and  that  you  may  be  latino  up  for  your- 

SXLF  THB  pain  AND  RBORBT  OF  HAVING  BXPORB-HAND  BRANDBD  WrTH  OPPROBRIOUS  AND 
AFFLICTINO  NAMES  THAT  WHICH  YOU  NOW  DI8C0VKR  TO  BB  GOOD  AND  HOLY  ?  ** 

I  have  the  hohour  to  be.  Sir, 

Your  obedient,  humble  Servant, 

A  MxMBXR  OF  Convocation. 
Feb.  21,  1843. 

*  Panxani.    See  hU  Memoin  by  Berington. 
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III.     LETTER  TO  DR.  PUSEY,  FROM  ANOTHER  MEMBER  OP 
CONVOCATION. 

To  THB  Rbt.  E.  B.  TxmtY,  Rmius  Protshor  or  Hibrvw. 

Rbv.  Sir^'  a  Member  of  ConToeRtion,"  in  r  pablic  letter,  dated  FebroRry  the 
Slat,  which  has  hitherto  been  "  treated  as  though  it  had  nerer  been  written,"  has  very 
distinctly  indicated  the  character  of  Mr.  Newman's  recent  retractation  of  certain 
^statements'*  and  *'  views,"  by  which  he,  some  years  since,  widbed  persons  to  understand 
him  as  **  pledging  himself  strongly"  against  Rome.*  Allow  me  to  suggest  that  your 
own  position  is  materially  affected  by  Uie  terms  of  this  retractation. 

You  will  recollect  the  publication,  in  1836,  by  an  eminent  Divine,  now  no  more,  of  a 
Satire  entitled  "  The  Papers  Pastoral  Letter  to  Certain  Members  of  the  UmversUy  </ 
Oxford/*  which,  among  other  passages,  contained  the  following,  addressed  to  your 
party,  and  which  I  transcribe  as  extracted  by  your8elf.t 

"  We  make  allowance  for  those  difficulties  which  impede  your  perception  or  your 
avowal  of  the  truth."  (p.  6.)  '•  We  pardon  some  expressions  towards  us ;  compelled,  no 
doubt,  partly  by  the  unhappy  circumstances  of  your  country.  You  have  indeed  some- 
times employed  terms  which  we  well  know  our  adversaries  use  in  derision  of  us ;  but,  we 
repeat,  we  can  pardon  these,  whether  ihey  are  the  result  of  prejudices  still  entertained  by 
yoa,  or  are  employed  for  some  otker  reason,  (p.  6,  7.)  That  communion,  of  which  the 
present  circumstances  of  your  country  have  made  you,  almost  unavoidabltf,  members 
(p.  11.)  While  we  perceive  with  delight  that  you  have  always  spoken,  in  your  own 
persons,  in  accordance  witli  our  sentiments  on  this  head,  you  have,  at  the  same  time, 
•elected  some  tracts  from  earljr  writers  of  your  communion,  m  which  our  sentiments  are 
impugned.  These  old  tracts  will  not  be  read  with  much  attention,  compared,  at  least,  with 
your  own  more  lively  productions :  they  can  too  be  readily  withdrawn  when  it  is  expedient ; 
for  they  are  not  a  plecfge  of  your  opinions  as  strong  as  your  own  writings.  In  the  mean 
time,  you  may  appeal  to  your  republication  of  them  as  a  proof  that  you  nave  not  leagued 
yourselves  with  us." 

To  these  insinuations  you  thought  fit  to  rejoin,  in  "An  Earnest  Remonstrance  to  the 
Author^  of  th«  Satire ;  in  which,  after  indignantly  charging  the  writer  with  <*  sacrifice 
of  truth,*^>*<' false  insinuation,  and  consequently  slandenng," — ^'^want  of  honesty,** 
and  *'  evil  desertion  of  the  truth,"  and  indulging  in  many  just  expressions  on  the 
beauty  of  truth,  sincerity,  and  simplicity,  you  thus  conclude : — 

"  Now  of  all  this.  Sir,  you  do  not  believe  one  syllable ;  you  do  not  think  that,  either  in 
the  republication  of  the  older,  or  the  proteste  of  the  more  modern  tracts  against  Popery, 
their  editors  or  authors  were  actuated  by  any  such  motives ;  while  you  impute  insincerity, 
you  have  reason  to  believe  them  as  sincere  as  yourself.  It  is  an  ill  tree  which  brings  forth 
fruit  thus  corrupt." 

I  am  by  no  means  inclined  (nnless  yonr  silence  should  force  on  me  a  conviction  to 
the  contrary)  to  dispute,  that  tiiis  "  Remonstrance  was  at  the  time  as  sincere  as  it  was 
energetic.  But — ^now  that  we  have  in  Mr.  Newman,  a  "confUentem  r^ufn,"  now  that 
he  has  (whether  spontaneously,  or  in  deference  to  some  eager  follower)  admitted,  that 
tn^teere<< difficulties  impeding  his  avowal  of  the  truth,"^  such  perhaps  as  ''the 
unhappy  circumstances  of  our  country,**— that  the  terms  he  employed  were  "  employed 
♦k  *?"*  ^*'''  *''*''<^  *^**'*  ^^  account  of  prejudices  still  entertained  by  him,*'||— now 
that  he  has,  in  effect,  "  withdrawn  the  tracts  selected  from  early  writers  of  our  com- 
iDunion,  in  which  the  sentunents  of  the  Bishop  of  Rome  are  impugned  ;**— and  hoe 
^^^^  ^iiouelf  of  the  distinction  that  (hey  were  *'  not  a  pledge  of  his  opinions  as  strong 
^  his  own  writings,**!  aUhough  he,  *'  in  the  mean  time,  app^ed  to  his  republication** 
01  such  views,  <'rs  a  proof  that  he  bad  not  leagued  himself  **  with  Rome;1I-4wrmitme, 

♦  2?*^*''  Letter  to  Js\f,  page  M. 

I  „  r*^'  Eamttt  tUmonstrance^  page  3i. 
<^Mu«r^  ^®^*  ***  *'*  neccMary  to  our  p<witioo."'iVet0ma»'«  Letttr  to  the  EdUor  of  the 

I  «i  8*1**?  Journal. 
and  >  v!?  '*pg'Uig«  is,  I  fear,  to  be,  in  no  small  measure,  ascribed  to  an  ianpetuons  temper, 

4  *  T  25  ^  ■M>ro^»»  myseJf  to  persons'  respect."— 7MI. 
Divi^L^  ^  myself,  I  am  not  speaking  my  own  words,  I  am  but  following  a  consensus  of  tbe 

!?";Jl®'"ay  Church."-/Wd.    *~        "     ' 
H^l;,?^«'«  Letter  to  Jelf  pace  30.    '<  I  pledged  mmlf  most  strongly  against  the  Gbuich  of 
from^.  Si^*  »<d*  Appendix  to  Pusey's  Letter  to  the  Bishop  of  Oxford,  containing  ••  Extracts 
ouxto^rnJ!^*  /or  the  Times,  the  Lyra  Apottolica,  and  other  pablications,  shewing  that  to 

*^  uidra-Protestantism  is  not  to  fayonr  Popery,  Ift39.*'— 7»M. 
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Rev.  Sir,  with  all  deference,  to  adopt  this  meaDs  of  conyeying  to  you  an  opinioe, 
extensively  shared  by  others,  that  your  colleague  has  left  you  no  ah^native  but  that 
of  **  earnestly  remonstrating  ^*  against  cm^emont  which  I  cannot  characterixe  is 
stronger  language  than  you  did,  when  the^  were  advanced,  in  the  form  of  eharpe*,  hj 
an  opponent,  uiuees  you  would  dispute  his  claim  to  be  considered  the  most  aceom- 
plishcMl  adept  in  the  revived  arts  of  ''economy**  and  ''  phenacism.** 

I  remain, 
Rev.  Sir, 

Yours,  &c 
ANOTHER  MEMBER  OF  CONVOCATION. 
Oxford,  March  16, 184a 


IV.    SECOND  LETTER  TO  MR  NEWMAN,  FROM  A  MEMBER  OF 
CONVOCATION. 

To  THE  Rxv.  J.  H.  Nbwman. 

Riv.  Sir,— As  it  is  the  policy  of  your  party  to  pass  over  without  notice  the  arguments 
of  your  opponents,  and  ''  treat  them  as  if  they  had  never  been  urged,**  I  cannot  wonder 
that  you  should  not  have  replied  to  an  appeal  which  I  made  to  you  a  few  weeks  ago  in 
reference  to  year  Letter  to  the  Conservative  Journal ;  nor  should  I  again  trouble  you 
upon  the  subject  of  that  Letter,  were  it  not  for  a  paragraph  in  it,  involving  principles, 
in  the  judgment  of  manv,  dangerous  to  the  morality  of  the  University. 

The  paragraph  I  allude  to  is  the  following,  in  which  you  excuse  yourself  ibr  the 
strong  language  which  you  had  suffered  yourself  to  use  against  the  Church  of  Rome: 

"If  yoa  ask  me  how  an  individual  could  venture,  not  simply  to  hold,  but  to  publish 
such  views  of  a  communion  so  ancient,  so  wide-spreading,  so  fruitful  in  saints,  I  answer, 
that  I  said  to  myself, '  I  am  not  speaking  my  own  words,  1  am  but  following  almost  a  am- 
semus  of  the  Divines  of  my  Church.  They  have  ever  used  the  strongest  language  against 
Rome,  even  the  most  able  and  learned  of  them.  I  wish  to  throw  myself  into  their  systern. 
While  I  say  what  they  say,  1  am  safe.    Such  views  too  are  necessary  for  our  position.* " 

Now  here,  Sir,  you  avow,  that  at  the  very  time  you  were  passing  the  severest  een- 
sures  upon  Rome,  pronouncing  her  ''  wilful,  malicious,  cruel,**  and  the  like,  you  were 
dottbHng,  to  say  the  least,  wnether  such  language  was  justifiable.  You  were  ''not 
using  your  own  words,**  L  e.  words  of  the  propriety  of  which  you  were  satisfied  in  your 
own  judgment,  and  your  mind  misgave  you  as  to  whether  they  were  really  applicable, 
to  a  Church  ''so  ancient,  so  wide-spreading,  so  fruitful  in  saints.**  But  you  set  your 
conscience  at  rest  by  the  consideration,  first,  that  others  whom  you  looked  up  to  had 
used  the  same  before ;  and  again,  that  it  was  '*  necessary  for  your  position,**  (your 
"  position**  I  presume  as  the  leader  of  a  party,  whose  object  it  is  to  "  unprotestantize 
the  Anglican  Church,**)  that  you  should  mask  your  designs  by  the  "  strongest  language 
against  the  Church  of  Rome.** 

On  reconsidering;  the  principles  involved  in  these  excuses,  it  occurred  to  me  that  I 
had  before  met  with  them  in  an  account  of  the  casuistry  of  the  Jesuits,  at  1.  viiL 
chap.  11  of  RarikeU  History  of  the  Papacy,  and  on  referring  to  the  volume  I  found  the 
following  direction  extracted  from  the  Aphorisms  qf  Emmanuel  Sa,  whidi  predsely  meets 
your  case. 

"  In  a  doubtful  matter*  it  is  lawful  to  do  what  one  imagines  to  be  right  upon  the  ground 
of  a  probable  reason  or  authority,  even  if  the  opposite  be  the  safer  course;  it  is  sufficieot  i( 
one  has  on  one*s  side  the  opinion  of  a  writer  of  weight,  or  the  e  sample  of  good  men." 

Here  we  have  precisely  your  own  position.  You  doubted  whether  your  language 
towards  Rome  was  justifiable  ;  you  were  not  called  upon  to  use  it ;  silence  was  ihf 
sefet  course.  But  you  had  on  your  side  the  practice  of  writers  whom  you  looked  up  to 
{graves  doctores,  ejcemplum  bonorum),  and — ^your  scruples  gave  way. 

Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  mean  to  deny  that  the  coincidence  of  your  opinion  upon  suefa  ft 
point  of  morality  with  that  of  a  Jesuit  casuist  may  have  been  fortuitous  ;  I  think  most 

*  Potest  quis  facere  quod  probabili  ratione  vel  aactoritate  putat  lioere,  etiamsi  oppositon 
tntins  sit :  sufficit  autem  opinio  alicidas  gravi'  doctorit,  aut  tmnonim  exemplum.  Jsmuk.  Stt. 
AphorUml  Confessarlorum  in  verba  '  Dubium.* 
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likely  it  was.  Bnt  I  am  induced  to  addreis  you  by  the  following  oonaidention.  The 
Bishop  of  Oxford  said*  long  ago>  (though,  probably,  if  he  has  seen  your  letter,  his 
Lordahip  would  not  say  ao  now, )  that  he  had  <*  more  fear  of  the  diaciplea  than  the 
teachers  ;**  and  you  hftTe  yourself  remarked,t  that  there  are  in  this  place  *^  a  number  of 
persons  of  practised  intellects,  who,  with  or  without  unfriendly  motires,  are  cTcir 
drawing  out  the  ultimate  oondusions  in  which  your  principles  result.**  Wcdl,  let  us 
anticipate  the  following,  alas  I  I  fear  no  imaginary,  ease.  A  young  man,  an  admirer 
of  the  fHHh  Tract,  meditates  taking  Orders,  but  serunles  at  Subscription  to  the 
Articles,  and  the  Oath  of  Supremacy.  He  doubts  whetner  he  can  conscientiously 
declare  that  '*  no  foreign  Prelate  ought  to  have  any  Jurisdiction,  Power,  Superioi^, 
Pre-eminence,  or  Authority,  Eeeleriatiioai  or  Spirituait  within  this  realm.**  He 
knows  that  there  is  not  a  Bishop  of  our  Church  who  approves  of  the  interpretation  of 
the  Articles  advocated  in  the  90th  Tract,  and  acoordinffly  begins  to  feel  something  of 
the  "  miseiy,**  which  you  have  yourself  t  alluded  to,  of  looking  forward  to  subscription 
''with  donbt  and  hesitation.**  Bnt  then  he  calls  to  mind  your  nrinciples,  and  tiiose 
of  Emmanuel  Sa.  To  be  sure  the  $itf€r  course  is  not  to  take  Orders  at  all ;  but  you 
have  subscribed  the  Articles,  and  taken  the  Oath  of  Supremacy,  and  so  has  Dr.  Pusey, 
and  you  keep  your  Living  and  Dr,  Pusey  his  Canonry,  let  the  Bishops  say  what  they 
will ;  and  he  is  teld  in  the  British  CriHe  that ''  almost  a  consensus**  of  the  leading 
Divines  of  our  Church  agree  with  you.  Besides^  it  iB  ^  necesBary  for  his  position.^ 
If  he  wishes  for  a  Fellowdiip  or  Living,  he  must  do  as  you  have  done.  And  accord- 
ingly with  fiUtering  voice  and  trembling  hand,  he  takes  the  Oath,  and  subscribes  the 
Articles,  and—so  pbiubhbs  thv  wbak  brothxb  for  wbom  Cbubt  disd. 

"  It  is  impossiblb  but  that  oprsNCBs  will  comb,  bot  wob  unto  hdc  through 
whom  thby  comb.    It  wbrb  bbttbr   for  him  that  a  millstonb  wbrb  hanobu 

about  Hn  NBCK,  AND  RB  CAST  INTO  THB  SBA,  THAN  THAT  HB  SHOULD  OFFBND  QIVM 
OP  THB8B  LrrTLB  ONBB.**|| 

I  have  the  honour  to  be.  Sir, 

Tour  obedient,  humble  Servant, 

A  MEMBER  OF  CONVOCATION, 
March  24,  1843. 


V.    THE  METHOD  OF  ECONOMY. 

Eadraetfrom  a  Charge  deOoered  to  ihe  CUrgg  of  Oe  Diome  of  Ohio,  S^  8,  184S. 
By  Cbarlbs  Pbtft  Mc*Ilvainx,  D.D. 

Of  ''the  method  of  aivuing  and  teachinjgr  which  is  called  eoonomieal  by  the  ancients,** 
and  which  is  so  thoroughly  employed  in  aU  the  writings  and  workinn  of  the  Traetarian 
leaders,  ao  as  to  account  for  all  their  apparent  contradictions  and  changes  of  doctrine, 
we  Ij^ve  some  account  in  Mr.  Newman's  Hittory  of  the  Ariem  ofihe  Fourth  Century. 

It  ''can  scarcely,**  he  says,  "be  disconnected  with  the  dieeipUna  anxmu  The  one 
inay  be  considered  as  withholding  the  trutii,  the  other  as  setting  it  out  with  advantage.** 
"The  principle  involved**  in  the  eoorumv^  as  used  by  the  ancients,  is  "that  of  repre- 
senting religion  for  the  purpose  of  conciliating  the  heathen,  in  the  form  most  attractive 
to  their  prejudices  !**  (^u^.  p.  72.)  "  It  professes  to  be  founded  in  the  necessity  of 
the  case,  i.  e.  because  those  who  are  strangers  to  the  tone  of  thought  and  principles  of 
the  speaker  cannot  at  once  be  initiated  into  his  system,  because  tney  must  begm  with 
imperfect  views  ;  and,  iherdTore,  if  he  is  to  teach  them  at  all,  he  must  put  before  them 
^V^ propoeitume,  whidi  he  has  q/tertoard  to  modify;  or  make  assertions  which  are  but 
psrallel  or  analogous  to  the  truth,  rather  than  coincident  with  it.**  "  The  obvious  rule 
to  guide  our  practice  (in  the  use  of  the  Method)  is,  to  be  careful  ever  to  maintain  m6- 
'iontial  truth.*'— p.  79,  80. 

Mr.  Newman  refers  to  Clement  of  Alexandria  as  **accuratefy  deeerihing  (he  rulet  which 
**^  guide  the  Chrietian  m  tneakmg  and  writing  eoonomieal^.**  The  following  is  the  passage 
"elected  from  Clement  by  Jf  r.  if  ewman  as  a  just  specimen  of  the  economy  suited  to  tbs 
lue  of  all  Christian  writers  and  speakers: 


•  Charge,  1888. 

I  7*!^  '•  '*«  BMkep  of  Oxfin-d,  p.  17. 

5  Utter  to  Dr.  JeifTp/i^. 
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**  BeiDg  oyer  pemutdcd  of  the  omnipreteiiee  of  Qod,  and  Mhamed  to  come  abort  of 
tlio  tnithy  he  Is  aatiafied  with  the  approTal  of  God  and  of  his  own  eonaeienoe.  What- 
erer  is  in  his  mind  is  also  on  his  tongue ;  towards  those  who  are  fit  recipients,  both  in 
•pealcing  and  living,  he  harmonises  hb  profession  with  his  opinions.  Ht  haOi  ikimk»  ami 
tpmJb  the  truth,  except  toktn  eomaidsraiiou  is  neeeitmy  f  and  iken,  as  a  yAjsicMii  /or  tke  pood  ef 
his  poHemts,  he  wiUbeJoksy  or  wtter  afidaehood,  as  ike  topkists  wjr.*  For  instance,  the  great 
^Mstle  ciroumeised  Timothv,  while  he  cried  out  and  wrote  down,  ^  drcnmcision  aTaileth 
not  ;*  and  yet,  lest  he  should  so  suddenly  tear  his  Hebrew  disciples  from  the  law  as  to 
unsettle  them,  accommodating  himself  to  the  Jews,  he  became  a  Jew,  that  he  might 

make  his  gain  of  aU. Nothing,  however,  but  his  neighbour'^  good  will 

led  him  to  do  this.  He  gives  himself  up  to  uie  Church,  for  the  friends  vdiom  he  hath 
begotten  in  the  faith,  for  an  example  to  those  who  have  the  ability  to  undertake  tihe 
high  office  of  a  teacher,  full  of  lore  to  God  and  man ;  and  so,  while  he  preeerree  the 
sincerity  <k  his  words,  he  at  the  same  time  displays  the  work  of  zeal  for  the 
Lord.**  (NwrmaiCe  Hiiory  </  ike  Arians  of  the  Fourth  Century,  p.  81.)  Chryaoetom 
speaks  of  precisely  the  same  system  of  eeoiwmy,  calling  it  sometimes  **yramdp*'  and 
sometimes  ^^Mosomy,**  in  his  work  on  the  Priesthood.  He  gives  the  following  illus- 
tration of  its  uiplication,  in  the  course  of  an  H>ology  to  a  friend  whom,  6jf  att  art^ipe, 
(L  e.  economy, )  he  had  induced  to  take  orders : 

**  Oh,  excellent  and  admirable  man !  I  have  already  observed  to  you  that,  not  only  in 
war  and  against  enemies,  but  sometimes  even  in  peace,  and  towaras  intimate  friends, 
dsoeU  (kwar^)  is  to  be  made  use  of.  For  that  you  may  learn  that  this  is  useful,  not 
only  to  the  deceiTer,  but  to  the  deceived,  go  and  ask  tlie  physicians  bow  they  recover 
the  sick  from  their  diseases,  and  ^u  will  learn  from  them  that  they  do  not  rely  on 
medicine  only,  but  sometimes  eallmg  to  their  aid  deoeU  as  well,  they  restore  their 
patients  to  health.  For  when  the  unmanageableness  of  the  patient,  and  the  obstinacy 
of  the  disease,  do  not  give  scope  to  the  skill  of  the  physician,  then  it  is  neoeasaiy  to  put 
on  the  mask  of  deceit,  uiat  thev  may  disguise  the  truth  ae  though  they  tvere  acting  t^pou  the 
ttage,  Xow  allow  me  to  mention  one  trick  which  I  have  heard  of  a  physician^s  making 
use  of.  A  certain  man  fell  into  a  raging  fever,  and  refused  to  take  any  thing  which 
could  allay  the  violence  of  his  disease ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  besought  every  one  who 
came  near  him  to  bring  him  wine,  and  procure  him  the  means  of  indulging  this  per- 
nicious desire.  Now  mis  would  not  only  have  increased  the  fever,  but  tlux)wn  him  into 
a  state  of  frenzy ;  and,  consequenUy,  the  medical  art  being  altogether  at  a  loss,  deceit 
stepped  in  and  accomplished  the  wonders  which  I  proceed  to  narrate.  For  the  phy> 
sician  bringing  an  earthen  vessel  fresh  from  the  furnace,  after  soaking  it  in  wine  and 
then  emptying  it,  filled  it  with  water  instead,  and  darkening  the  room  with  curtaina, 
that  light  might  not  betray  the  artifice,  gives  it  to  the  patient  to  drink,  as  though  it 
were  a  cup  of  wine.  He,  on  the  other  hand,  deceived  by  the  smell  before  he  took  it  into 
his  hand,  never  stayed  to  examine  what  was  given  him,  but  drank  it  eff  eagerly,  and  so 

St  rid  of  his  feelings  of  suffocation,  and  escaped  a  pressing  danger.  Tou  see,  then, 
9  use  oijmud.  But  I  must  not  prolong  my  argument  by  going  through  all  the  tricks 
of  physicians.  /  AaU  ordy  observe,  that  those  who  labour  for  the  cure  of  diseases  of  the  soul 
mtAe  use  of  this  remedy  as  welL  Thus  the  blessed  Paul  converted  many  myriads  of  the 
Jews ;  with  this  object  also  he  circumcised  Timothy,  while  threatening  the  Galatians 
that  if  they  were  circumcised  Christ  would  profit  them  nothing.  For  this  reason  he 
submitted  to  be  under  the  law,  although  he  counted  the  righteousness  which  was  by 
the  law  loss  after  believing  in  Christ.  Great,  then,  is  the  power  of  deceit ;  yea,  I  should 
not  call  it  deceit  so  much  as  a  kind  of  economy,  and  wisdom,  and  an  art  capable  of  ren- 
dering us  much  aid  in  difficulty,  and  of  healing  the  defects  of  the  souL'* — Chrytoetom  cm 
the  Priesthood,  1.  i.  c.  ix. 

The  economy  thus  described  by  Chrysostom  as  having  governed  his  own  conduct  in 
inducing  Basihus,  whom  he  freely  con&ised  to  have  *'  eSedved,*^  to  enter  into  orders,  i» 
no  other  than  that  which  Clement  is  considered  by  Mr.  Newman  as  having  **  accurately 
laid  doteu,''*  and  which  the  latter  considers  a  safe  guide  for  Christiams. 

Under  the  view  thus  explained  by  Clement,  Mr.  N.  says,  "  The  Mosaic  dispensation 
was  an  economy,  simulating  (so  to  say)  unchangeable ness,  when  from  the  first  it  was 


t  **  What  if  say  one  thould  be  Mked  whether  he  be  k  Priest,  a  Monk,  or  a  Bi«hop,  i«  he  bonod 

to  COOfSMf 

•*  The  general  sniwer,  in  oppodtion  to  Pawels  is.  No ;  hecanae  such  titles  are  certain  sc- 
ddenta  of  religion »  and  therefore  by  oonoealing  them  a  man  is  not  thought  to  cooceal  any  thing 
eaaential  totho  faith,  WBBRiroRK  rb  who  should  dint  hihhlpto  bk  a  Paicrr,  fbreaamplr. 

WniK  HBaKALLY  IB  0KB,  ONLY  TBLU  A  MEBB  OPPICUL  MB." !  f— DeNS*  f 'OWPlf/r  BedgtfTktO&n* 

vol.  ii.  p.  05— Ko. 
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destined  to  be  abolished."  «  Onr  LordlB  oonduct  on  earth  abounds  (it  is  said)  with 
sneh  acts  of  economy.  The  whole  rerelation  of  God,  as  contained  in  the  written  W ord, 
is  regarded  as  more  or  leneoommieal ;  requiring  the  aid  of  unwritten  traditions,  and  of 
the  inspiration  of  the  matured  Christianity  of  the  later  centuries,  to  take  away  the  Teil 
from  its  bidden  truths,  aod  to  give  clearness,  prominence,  and  assurance  to  a  ''  latent, 
mysterious  meaning,  beyond  the  letter,"  which  otherwise  would  not  have  appeared. 
Such  palmary  Doctrines  as  of  the  Trinity,  the  Divinity  of  Christ,  Ac,  are  represented 
as  taught  in  the  Scriptures  only  obliquely,  incidentally,  obscurely;  and  that,  if  we  re- 
quired for  them,  **  the  clearest  and  fullest  evidence,**  we  should  not  believe  them.  It 
is  sumKMed  that  great  and  prime  truths  lie  concealed  entirely  in  Scripture,  so  that  no 
eye  of  private  judgment  can  see  them,  and  nothing  but  the  testimony  of  tradition — in 
other  words,  nothing  but  the  Churdi,  pronouncing  them  to  be  true,  can  make  them 
seem  to  be  scriptural.  This  is  the  carie  bUmehe  for  the  Church  to  fill  up  with  any  thing 
in  the  shape  of  Doctrine,  according  to  the  times._See  Trad,  No.  85. 

In  like  manner,  as  the  Scriptures  are  reffarded  as  having  been  written  on  a  principle 
of  eeommp,  with  reference  to  the  fuller  revelations  and  certifications  of  tradition,  so  the 
whole  Church,  with  all  its  traditions  and  Scriptures,  is  a  syBtem  of  economy,  with  re- 
ference to  all  the  world  without,  and  to  each  individual  within  her  pale.  To  those 
without,  she  speaks  alwa^  under  an  impenetrable  veiL  Her  effort  is  concealment,  not 
publication.  To  those  within,  it  is  reserve,  laving  aside  the  veils  of  truth  according  as 
the  disciple  advances  in  holiness,  making  truth  '*  the  reward  **  instead  of  the  means  of 
sanctification.  Of  this  eeclesiastiad  economy,  or  system  of  concealment,  the  sjrmbol 
and  sign  of  the  cross,  the  sacerdotal  robes,  the  sacraments,  are  a  part.  Service  in  an 
unknown  tongue,  and  a  disuse  of  preaching,  will  by-and-by  be  disclosed  as  another 
part 

Of  the  use  of  the  economy  in  the  work  of  the  missionary  among  the  heathen,  Mr. 
Newman  says,  **  Believing  God'b  hand  to  be  in  every  system,  so  far  forth  as  it  is  true, 
he  (the  missionary)  will  seek  some  points  in  the  existing  superstitions  as^  the  basis  of 
his  own  instructions,  instead  of  indiscriminately  condemning  and  discarding  the  whole 
assemblaee  of  heathen  opinions  and  practices.  •  •  •  And  while  he  strenuously 
opposes  A  that  is  idolatrous,  criminal,  and  prorane  in  their  creed,  he  will  profua  to  m 
leading  them  on  to  perfection,  and  recovering  and  purifying,  rather  than  reverting  the 
essential  principles  of  their  belief.**— ^utory  o/Ariant,  p.  93. 

Of  the  application  of  the  economy  in  the  effort  to  get  back  the  peculiarities  of  Ro- 
manism, in  spite  of  Protestant  antipathies,  the  whole  series  of  Tractarian  publications 
Ss  an  illustration.  A  few  specimens  conveniently  occur  in  the  BrUiak  Oriiic  for  July, 
1841.  The  writings  of  the  English  Reformers  are  regarded  by  that  organ  of  Tracta- 
nanism  as  thoroughly  Protestant ;  Protestantism,  <<in  its  essence  and  all  its  bearings, 
as  eharacteristicariy  the  religion  of  corrupt  human  nature  ;**  **  its  tone  and  thouffht 
essentially  Antichristian  **  (p.  27.  29) ;  and  yet  the  economMxd  writer  says,  <'  What 
Catholic  can  desire  to  obstruct  or  distract  this  current  of  deep,  filial  devotion  **  (to  the 
writings  of  the  Reformers),  <<  however  he  may  Ument  its  bearing,  before  he  shall  have 
succeeded  in  pointing  out  a  channel  in  which  it  may  more  safely  flow  ?"  (p.  9.)  The 
meaninff  of  which  is,  that  the  Catholic  Tractarian  will  speak  respectfully  of  the  writings 
of  the  Reformers,  until  he  shall  have  prepared  your  mind  for  the  exact  opposite,  and 
then  he  will  lay  aside  the  mask,  and  declare  plainly  that  they  are  to  be  utterly  re- 
nounced, as  uncatholic  and  Antichristian.  This  preparation  is  considered  as  having 
been  now  made.  Therefore  we  read,  '*  We  cannot  stand  where  we  are ;  we  must  go 
backward  or  forward  ;  and  it  will  surely  be  the  Utter.  It  is  absolutely  necessary  to- 
wards the  consistency  of  the  system  which  certain  parties  are  Ubooring  to  restore,  that 
truths  should  be  clearly  stated,  which  as  yet  have  been  but  intimated,  and  others  de- 
veloped which  are  now  in  germ.  And  as  we  go  on,  we  must  recede  more  and  more 
from  the  principles,  if  any  such  there  be,  of  uie  English  Reformation.**  To  this  is 
added,  in  a  note,  the  following :  ''As  one  among  many  instances  of  the  way  in  which 
Catholic  truths  modify  one  another,  might  be  mentioned  the  tendency  of  correct  views 
of  the  tacnmenlal  efficacy  of  Penance,  and  of  the  power  of  the  Keys,  to  adjust  the  Doc- 
trine of  the  Church  concerning  *sin  after  Baptism  ;***  in  other  words,  like  that  of  the 
Bomish  Church,  to  take  away  post-baptismal  sin.  ''  It  is  worth  considering  whether 
the  opposition  which  the  ancient  religion  encounters  in  our  age  be  not,  in  part,  owing 
to  the  necessity  entailed' bv  our  circumstances  of  restoring  it  by  degrees  {economicaUy,) 
Hedicine  is  never  so  unpalatable  as  when  tipped.^ — ^p.  45. 

Such  is  the  method  of  Economy.  Thus  has  Romanism,  under  the  mask  of  Anglican 
Doctrine,  stolen  upon  our  Protestant  ranks.  Thus,  when  we  wanted  the  pure  wme  of 
the  Gospel,  have  they  taken  the  cup  of  Romish  abominations,  and,  imparting  to  it  a 
deceitlnl  seeming  of  Gospel  truth,  presented  to  ns  nothing  better  than  the  bitter  poison 
of  Antichristian  error. 
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L  LETTER  OF  JOHN  DOBREE  DALGAIRNS,  ESQ.,  M.A,  OF  EXETER 
COLLEGE,  OXFORD,  TO  THE  -  UNIVERS.** 

Important  Letter. — ^The  Univers  of  13tli  April,  contains  the  foUowinff  very  extra- 
ordinary and  interesting  oommunicaUon  from  '^  a  yoong  member  of  the  UniTersitj  of 
Oxford,*'  dated  <<  Oxford,  Passion  Sunday,  1841,**  respecting  the  movement  to  Catho- 
licism now  in  progress  at  Oxford.  The  editor  of  the  UfUvers  vonehes  for  the  antiien- 
ticity  of  the  letter,  but  is  precluded,  for  reasons  which  must  be  obvious,  from  giving 
the  name  of  the  vrriter. 

**  The  charity  which  yon  have  always  shewn  towards  the  Anelican  Church,  makes  me 
think  you  will  not  refuse  to  find  room  in  vour  Catholic  joumiJ  for  the  letter  of  one  of 
the  children  of  that  afflicted  Church,  which  has  drunk  to  the  dregs  the  bitter  cup  which 
is  the  lot  of  all  the  Churches  of  Christ.  The  eyes  of  all  Christendom  are  at  this  moment 
turned  to  England,  so  long  separated  from  the  rest  of  Catholic  Europe :  everywhere  a 
presentiment  has  gone  abroad  that  the  hour  of  her  reunion  is  at  band;  and  that  this 
uland,  of  old  so  fi^itful  in  saints,  is  once  more  about  to  put  forth  new  fruits,  worthy  of 
the  martvrs  who  have  watered  it  with  their  blood.  And  truly  this  presentiment  is  not 
ungrounded,  as  I  shall  prove  to  you  bpr  a  detail  of  what  is  now  passing  in  the  University 
of  Oxford.  This  detail  is  the  more  important,  inasmuch  as  this  University  is  indeed 
the  heart  of  the  Anglican  Church,  the  beatings  of  which  make  the  remotest  members 
of  this  great  body  ouiver.  The  only  end  I  propose  to  myself  is  to  give  you  a  just  idea 
of  the  present  position  of  the  Anglican  Church,  so  that  the  French  Catholics  may  share 
the  emotions  of  our  souls.  And  I  do  not  believe  that  it  is  possible  to  give  you  an  idea 
of  them  otherwise  than  by  an  exposition  of  a  small  treatise  which  has  lately  appeared. 
I  do  not  flatter  myself  tliat  you  will  approve  of  all  the  opinions  which  I  am  about  to 
mention.     I  do  not  defend  them.     I  am  their  historian  ~not  their  author. 

'*  Mr.  Newman,  one  of  our  theologians, published,  a  few  days  since,  the  90th  Number 
of  the  <  Tracts  for  the  Times,*  in  wmch  he  designs  to  demonstrate  that  the  Church  of 
Rome  has  fallen  into  no  formal  error  in  the  Council  of  Trent,  that  the  invocations  of 
the  saints,  (the  Ora  pro  nohU  for  example,)  purgatory,  and  the  supremacy  of  tibe  Holy 
See  of  Rome,  are  in  no  wav  contrary  to  the  Catholic  traditions,  or  even  to  our  autho- 
rized formularies ;  in  fine,  that  the  dogma  of  transubstantiation  should  be  no  obstacle  to 
the  union  of  the  Churches,  as  in  this  article  there  is  only  a  verbal  difference  between 
them.  At  the  same  time,  he  is  but  little  satisfied  with  our  Thirty-nine  Articles,  al- 
though he  maintains  throughout,  that  the  providence  of  God  hindered  the  Reformers 
from  openly  inserting  in  them  the  Protestant  dogmas  to  which  they  were  but  too  much 
attached.  You  will  perceive,  Sir,  all  the  importance  of  these  opmions;  and  the  more 
so,  as  they  are  not  the  opinions  of  an  isolated  theologian.  I  can  assure  you,  that  at  the 
same  time  that  an  opposition  was  raised  by  the  elder  members  of  the  University,  (as 
might  be  expected,  seeing  that  they  lived  under  the  system  of  the  eighteenth  century,) 
that  very  opposition  gave  me  an  opportunity  of  observing,  that  even  the  most  moderate 
of  the  Catholic  party  at  Oxford  were  ready  to  sustain  the  author  of  the  Tract 

**  You  see,  then.  Sir,  that  humility,  the  first  condition  of  every  sound  reform,  is  not 
wanting  in  us.  We  are  little  satisfied  with  our  position.  We  groan  at  the  sins  com- 
mitted by  our  ancestors  in  separating  from  the  Catholic  world.  We  experience  a 
bnminff  desire  to  be  reunited  to  our  brethren.  We  love  with  unfeigned  aflraction  the 
Apostolic  See,  which  we  acknowledge  to  be  the  head  of  Christendom;  and  the  more 
beoMise  the  Church  of  Rome  is  our  mother,  which  sent  from  her  bosom  the  blessed 
St.  Augustine,  to  brins  us  her  hnmovable  fiuth.  We  admit,  also,  that  it  is  not  our 
formularies,  nor  even  uie  Council  of  Trent,  which  prevent  our  union.  After  all  these 
oonoeedons,  you  may  ask  me,  why,  then,  do  you  not  rejoin  us?  What  is  it  that  pre- 
vents you  ?  Is  it  vour  formularies  ? — But,  according  to  yourself^  yon  do  not  look  upon 
ihem  with  a  very  favourable  eye.  Is  it  ours  ? — But,  in  your  opimon,  they  do  not  con- 
tain any  error.    My  reply  to  this  question  will  develope  to  you  still  more  dearly  our 
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present  poeition.  In  the  first  place,  Sir,  while  Mr.  Newman  expresses  himself  thus 
clearly  on  the  pnrity  of  the  formularies  authorized  by  the  Church  of  Rome,  he  always 
makes  a  distinction  between  the  system  of  the  Council  of  Trent,  and  another  system 
which  exists  in  that  Church.  While  he  returns  thanks  to  God  for  having  preserved 
that  Council  from  all  formal  errors  in  matters  of  faith,  he,  at  the  same  time,  maintains 
that  in  practice  there  are  corruptions  in  the  Church  against  which  the  Council  itself 
raises  its  voice,  but  which  nevertheless  still  exist,  and  call  loudly  for  reform.  Thus, 
he  says,  that,  '  notwithstanding  the  errors  in  practical  system,  there  is  no  Church  but 
that  of  Rome  which  has  given  free  course  to  the  emotions  of  adoration,  of  mystery,  of 
tenderness,  of  reverence,  devotion,  and  to  the  other  sentiments  of  that  kind,  which  may 
so  entirely  be  called  Catholic.*  He  maintains  that  the  theory  of  the  Church  is  pure ; 
but,  according  to  certain  books  of  piety  which  are  too  widely  spread,  according  to  the 
statements  of  enlightened  travellers,  free  from  all  the  preiudioes  of  vulgar  Protestantism, 
he  fears  that  there  is  a  system  authorized,  which,  practically, '  instead  of  preeentine  to 
the  soul  of  the  sinner  the  Holy  Trinity,  heaven  and  hell,  substitutes  for  that  the  Holy 
Virgin,  the  saints,  and  purgatory.*  It  is  true  that  all  that  does  not  form  an  essential 
part  of  the  faith  of  the  Church;  but  he  avows  that  the  system  loudly  calls  for  reform, 
and  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Anglican  Church  ye/  to  cast  itself  into  the  arms 
of  that  of  Rome. 

"  In  the  second  place,  we  have  a  sacred  duty  to  discharge  towards  the  members  of 
our  Church.  We  cannot  jet  bring  ourselves  to  believe  that  our  dear  England  is  in  the 
same  position  as  the  heretics  who  boast  in  the  names  of  Luther  and  Calvin.  Of  a  truth, 
Sir,  is  not  the  episcopal  order  still  worth  something  ?  A  sacrilegious  king  may,  indeed, 
have  stolen  from  the  altars  of  Canterbury  the  sacred  bones  of  8t  Thomas ;  but  think 
you  he  had  the  power  to  drive  away  the  great  soul,  who,  from  his  throne  in  the  skies, 
ever  watches  over  the  See  which  he  has  iflustrated  by  his  life,  and  consecrated  by  hm 
blood  ?  God  forbid  that  the  auffust  line  of  Lanfranc  and  of  Anselm  should  ever  cease ! 
If  we  have  not  preserved  it,  it  is  no  more  ;  for  of  a  truth  you  will  not  say  that  its  suc- 
cession has  been  kept  up  by  you.  There  is  no  archbishop  in  partUnu  of  Canterbury, 
or  of  York,  as  there  is  of  Cambysopolis  or  of  Si^  But  perhaps  you  may  say,  that  the 
moment  an  archbishop  ceases  to  be  in  communion  with  Rome,  he  also  ceases  to  exist. 
But  permit  me  here  to  become  a  little  scholastic,  and  to  borrow  the  terms  with  which 
the  schools  supply  me,  in  order  to  give  more  precision  to  my  ideaa 

**  The  Papacy,  according  to  us,  is  rather  the  accidental  than  the  essential  form  of 
the  Church ;  it  resembles  rather  the  vital  heat  than  the  life  of  the  Church.  The  ab- 
sence  of  heat  is  a  mark  of  sickness.  Without  it,  the  limbs,  powerless,  are  dragged 
sorrowfully  about,  and  the  functions  of  life  languish ;  but  life  may  still  be  there. 
Thus,  union  with  the  Pope  is  a  necessarv  result  of  the  perfect  health  of  the  Church. 
The  retrenching  of  this  union  is  a  proof  that  all  does  not  go  well.  It  is  a  symptom  of 
the  presence  of  a  malady  which  gnaws  the  entrails  of  the  Church.  Her  pnestnood  is 
perhaps  deprived  of  some  of  its  functions,  or,  as,  alas !  is  too  certainly  the  case  with 
us,  the  episcopacy  is  subjected  to  the  powers  of  this  world.  But  the  life,  that  is  to  say, 
the  essence,  of  the  Church  is  not  yet  extinct.  We  have,  then,  stUl  a  duty  to  perform 
towards  our  brethren. 

**  There  are  at  this  moment  in  the  Anglican  Church,  a  crowd  of  persons  who  balance 
between  Protestantism  and  Catholicism,  and  who,  nevertheless,  would  reject  with  hor«> 
ror  the  very  idea  of  a  union  with  Rome.  The  Protestant  prejudices,  which,  for  three 
hundred  years,  have  infected  our  Church,  are  unhappily  too  deeply  rooted  Uiere  to  be 
extirpated  without  a  ^reat  deal  of  address.  We  must,  then,  offer  in  sacrifice  to  God 
this  ardent  desire  whidi  devours  us  of  seeing  once  more  the  perfect  unity  of  the  Church 
of  Christ.  We  must  still  bear  the  terrible  void  which  the  isolation  of  our  Church 
creates  in  our  hearts,  and  remain  still  till  it  pleases  God  to  convert  the  hearts  of  our 
Anglican  confriret,  especially  of  our  holy  fathers,  the  bishops.  We  are  destined,  I  am 
persuaded,  to  bring  back  many  wandering  sheep  to  the  knowledge  of  the  truth.     In 

FACT,  THK  PBOORB88  OF  CaTHOLIC  OPINIONS  IN  ENGLAND,  FOR  THB  LAST  SBVKN  TBAR8, 
IS  SO  INCONCKiyABLR,  THAT  NO  HOPS  SHOULD  AFPBAR  XXTRAVAOANT.  LbT  US,  THIN, 
REM AIK  QUIRT  FOR  80MR  YEARS,  TILL,  BY  GOD*S  BLESSING,  THB  BARS  OF  ENGLISHMEN 
ARB  BECOME  ACCUSTOMED  TO  HEAR  THE  NAME  OF  ROME  FRONOUNCBD  WrTH  REVER- 
BNCB.      At  THE  END  OF  THIS  TERM  TOU  WILL  SOON  SEE  THB  FRUITS  OF  OUR  PATIENCE. 

^  But,  moreover,  I  venture  to  say,  that  we  have  besides  a  sacred  duty  to  fulfil  towards 
Rome.  Far  from  us  be  that  vulrar  Protestantism  which  dares  to  open  its  profane 
mouth,  and  utter  its  calumnies  against  the  See  of  St.  Peter.  Yes,  if  I  could  once  be 
convinced  that  the  Spirit  of  Qod  had  quitted  the  Church  of  Rome,  I  should  think  at 
the  same  time  that  Christianity  was  about  to  be  extinguished  all  over  the  world.*' 
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[The  writer  then  goe» on  to  slate  the  <hird,  m  it  would  appear,  and  the  ham&i  cffldeot 
eanae  which  withholds  the  Anglican  Churbh  from  the  bowon  of  Rome  ;  and  that  is  no 
other  than  a  political  one.  Ireland  and  her  political  moTements  are  the  gremX  obstacle 
in  the  eyes  of  the  Oxford  writer ;  and  while  the  cause  of  Catholicism  is  assocwiled  and 
identified  with  the  cause  of  Ireland,  the  odium  of  the  latter,  in  the  minds  of  £aglirii- 
men,  must  revert  with  all  its  force  on  the  interests  of  the  former.] 

**  Permit  me  to  offer  you,  in  oondiision,  one  or  two  remarks.  Pennit  me  to  point 
out  asure  means  of  reuniting  EIngland  to  the  Church  of  Rome ;  a  means  wlud  I  dare 
to  call  irresistible.  Let  the  Roman  Catholics  in  England  labour  to  reform  thema^Tes  ; 
let  them  break  the  bands  of  worldly  policy  which  unite  them  to  our  sehiamatjes ;  let 
them  cease  to  fisTour  sedition  and  treason.  These  are  not  the  arms  of  the  Clmrch. 
No ;  she  has  vanquished  the  world  by  her  sufferings,  fiutings,  and  prayers.  We  are 
told  that  two  orders  of  monks  are  just  established  in  England  to  labour  at  our  oon ver- 
sion. Let  them,  I  beseech  you,  leave  to  God  the  care  of  touching  our  hearts ;  let 
them  abstain  from  those  unfortunate  efforts  which  have  been  made  against  the  peace 
of  our  flocks  ;  let  them  avoid  all  endeavour  to  gain  over  individuaU.  It  is  a  long 
task  to  gain  over  a  nation  bit  bv  Ut,  atom  by  atom.  I  aim  at  pointing  out  to  them 
the  means  of  harvesting  the  whole  realm,  and  heaping  up  its  fruits  in  the  granaries  of 
the  Church.  Let  them  labour  among  the  Roman  Catholics.  Let  them  ahew  us 
that  which  am  have  not,  the  image  of  a  Church  perfect  in  diKipline  and  in  morals  ;  let 
her  be  chaste  and  beautiful,  as  becomes  the  divine  spouse  of  Jesus  Christ ;  let  her 
ehannt  night  and  day  the  praises  of  her  Saviour ;  and  let  even  her  ontwaxd  garments 
be  glorious,  that  the  spectator,  stmek  with  admiration,  may  throw  himself  at  her  feet, 
seeing  clearly  in  her  the  well-beloved  of  the  King  of  heaven.  Let  them  go  into  onr 
sreat  towns  to  preach  the  Gospel  to  that  half^pagan  populace  ;  let  them  walk  bare- 
moted ;  let  them  be  clothed  in  sackcloth ;  let  them  carry  mortification  written  on  Uieir 
brow ;  let  them,  m  fine,  have  amongst  Hiem  a  saint,  like  the  seraph  of  Assisrimn,  and 
the  heart  of  England  is  already  gained. 

*'  And  this  g^eat  heart,  once  so  Catholic,  this  poor  heart,  so  long  torn  by  the  visoor 
of  its  own  liie  (dedkire  par  lajngueiwds  tapropn  vie)  exhausted  in  vain  efforts  to  fiB  op 
the  frightfiil  void  which  reigns  there,  does  it  not  merit  some  sacrifices  on  yoor  part, 
that  it  may  find  consolation  and  healing?  Oh,  how  sweet  it  was  for  us  to  learn  that 
our  CathoUc  brethren  prayed  forusl  The  triumphant  army  in  heaven  prays  also  lor  us. 
It  has  prayed,  I  am  sure,  from  the  beginning  of  these  three  centuries  of  sefaism  and 
of  heresy.  Why  have  not  the  prayers  of  St  Gregory,  St  Augostin,  and  St.  Thomas 
been  heard  ?  Because  of  our  sins ;  the  sins,  not  only  of  En^idMid,  but  of  Rome.  Let 
us  go  and  do  penance  together,  and  we  thatt  be  heard.  During  this  holy  time,  in 
which  the  Church  retires  to  the  depth  <^  the  solitude  of  her  soul,  following  the  bleeding 
feet  of  her  divine  Master,  driven  by  Ae  Spirii  mt9  the  desert,  know  that  many  of  us 
stretch  out  our  hands  day  and  ni^t  before  the  Lord,  and  beg  of  him  with  aislia  and 
groans,  to  reunite  them  to  their  Catholic  brethren.  Frenchmen  I  fiiil  not  to  md  us  in 
this  holy  exercise ;  and  I  am  persuaded  tiiiat  many  Lents  will  not  have  passed  before 
we  shall  chaunt  together  our  Paschal  hymns  in  those  sublime  accents  which  have  been 
used  by  the  divine  spouse  of  Christ  for  so  many  ages.**— JFVost  the  CMelie  Momufine. 
Afsy,  1841. 


LETTKR   OF   TUB   REV.  GEOROJS   SPBNGEB.  681 


II.  LETTER  OF  THE  REV.  O.  SPENCER  TO  THE  "  UNIVERS." 

A  Letter,  wldreaaed  by  the  Rer.  G.  Spencer  to  The  Univerty  presents  the  question 
of  the  Catholic  moTement  in  EngUnd  under  a  new  point  of  view.  The  following  is 
the  substance  of  his  Letter  :— 

*'  When  I  was  in  France,  I  nerer  suspected  that  the  conversion  of  England  would 

be  brousht  about  by  other  ways  than  those  in  wh  ch  we  had  hitherto  walked ^that  is 

to  say,  the  conversion  of  individuals,  increasing  in  number  every  day,  till  at  length  the 
different  sects  crumbled  to  pieces,  and  the  Catholic  hierarchy  erected  a  new  Churoh 
upon  their  ruins.  ....  But  GU>d  in  his  goodness  surpasses  himself,  so  to  say,  in 
giving  us  what  we  desire  by  a  far  quieter  and  more  perfect  method,  and  in  a  way  that 
all  the  world  would  ever  have  supposed  impossible. 

**  When  the  Catholic  movement  first  began  to  exhibit  itself  in  so  striking  a  manner 
at  OxfDrd,  which  is  the  very  heart  of  the  Anglican  Church,  I  never  doubted  but  that  it 
was  the  sign  of  a  great  regeneration  about  to  take  place  in  our  country ;  but  1  did  not 
Dnderstand  the  position  which  those  learned  Ecclesiastics  wished  to  take  up,  who  are 
now  guiding  the  most  influential  spirits  of  the  Anglican  Church.  I  was  well  aware 
that  they  still  strongly  repudiated  all  idea  of  going  over  from  their  Church  to  our  own ; 
but  then  I  supposed  this  objection,  on  their  part,  to  be  a  remnant  of  prejudices  which 
would  naturally  lead  them  to  hesitate  a  considerable  time  before  taking  so  decisive  a 
step.  Indeed,  quite  lately  I  still  held  to  the  idea,  that,  in  a  short  time,  we  should  see 
than  prepared  to  quit  their  Church  in  considerable  numbers,  and  unite  with  us  in 
labourinff  to  effect  the  conversion  of  their  brethren  ;  but  the  nearer  the  approaches 
the^  make  to  Catholic  sentiments,  the  more  resolved  they  appear  to  be  to  rectify  their 
jMMition — ^not  by  quitting  ^e  vessel,  as  if  they  despaired  of  its  safety,  but  by  guiding 
it  together  with  themselves  into  the  harbour  of  unity.  They  insist  upon  it  that  we 
are  mistaken  in  supposing  that  the  succession  of  their  orders  has  ever  been  interrupted. 
Thc^  constantly  maintain  that,  although  the  Thirty-nine  Articles,  whieh  are  the  con> 
feesion  of  faith  of  the  Anglican  Church,  were  the  work  of  men  like  Cranmer  in- 
feeied  with  heresy,  yet  that  God  did  not  permit  that  there  should  be  inserted  in  them 
any  declarations  absolutely  contrary  to  the  Catholic  Faith.  They  prove,  by  facts 
drawn  from  the  history  of  their  Church,  that,  ever  since  the  |»retended  Reformation, 
this  Church  has  ever  had  within  her  bosom,  and  in  an  uninterrupted  succession, 
Doctors,  Priests,  Bishops,  who  have  signed  the  aforesaid  Articles  in  a  sense  altogether 
Catholie :  still  fiirther,  they  openly  avow,  that  they  themselves  have  no  objection  to 
urge  a^nst  the  decisions  of  the  Council  of  Trent ;  and  that  it  is  in  the  sense  of  the 
Cmohc  Faith,  as  agreed  upon  at  that  Council,  that  they  profess  to  understand  the 
Formularies  of  their  own  Church.  Lastly,  as  a  proof  that  the  spirit  of  the  Anglican 
Cfanreh  is  essentially  Catholic,  and  that  its  Formularies  cannot  be  renrded  as  im- 
plying a  formal  condemnation  of  Catholic  Doetrines,  they  point  to  this  significant 
met,  viz.  that,  since  they  have  openly  proclaimed  these  sentiments  to  the  world,  nobody 
has  been  able  to  offer  them  any  effectual  opposition.  At  first,  there  was  an  outcry 
against  them ;  but  latterly,  they  have  been  allowed  to  go  on  pretty  much  as  they 

**  I  beg  yon  to  observe,  that  I  do  not  take  upon  myself  either  to  justify  these 
notions  or  rafute  them.  .  .  .  It  is  not  for  me  to  judge  their  cause.  I  leave  this  to 
the  Head  of  the  Church,  to  whom  1  keep  myaslf  attached  as  to  the  barque  of  St.  Peter, 
and  whose  decisions  are  a  law  to  me ;  but,  thinking  that  I  see  the  day  dawning,  which 
shall  behold  England  returning  to  the  true  Faith,  and,  convinced  that  an  abundant 
tntpownskf  of  the  grace  of  God  would  su£Sce  to  realize  our  wishes  in  a  manner  more 
remarkable  than  we  can  figure  to  ourselves,  I  think  that  I  may  appeal  to  Catholics 
not  only  in  France^  but  in  aU  Europe ;  and  entreat  them,  by  the  mercies  of  God,  to 
look  with  deep  interest  upon  the  efforts  which  our  separated  brethren  are  making  to 
reunite  to  the  Catholic  Church  one  of  the  noblest  of  her  branches,  which  has  been 
severed  from  her  for  so  long  a  time.**~From  VAmdela  BeUphn,  Aug,  12, 1841. 


€82  TRACTARIAMSM    IN    TUB   SEVENTEENTH    CENTURY. 


APPENDIX    D. 


TRACT ARIANISM  IN  THE  SEVENTEENTH  CENTURY. 


I.    EXTRACT    FROM  THE    WORKS    OF    THOMAS   GOODWIN,    D.D. 
SOME  TIME  PRESIDENT  OF  MAGDALENE  COLLEGE,  OXFORD. 

"  Now  take  the  TimeB  of  Popery  before  the  Reformatioiiy  (that  ia,  afoi>e  the  Times 
the  Protestant  Kingdom  did  first  begin  to  cast  off  the  Pope,)  and  tiiere  were  none  tiiat 
were  snffeied  to  have  snch  a  remiss  (no  nor  anv  lesser)  kind  of  owning  the  Beuty 
but  must  all  (as  they  did)  receive  his  Mark,  or  his  Name,  and  be  professed  Papists^ 
coming  to  Mass,  aeknowlednng  the  Pope,  and  worshipping  his  Image  ;  or  ihoy  might 
not  6tty  and  mU,  they  mignt  not  live  quietly  as  othen  did.  Therefore  these  that 
receive  the  Number  of  his  Name,  must  be  some  Generation  of  Men  risen  up  since, 
and  that  also  within  those  Kingdoms  (some  of  them)  that  have  renounced  the  Pope : 
for  wi^n  the  Popish  Dominions  ^unto  this  Day)  either  the  Inquisition  snfiers  none 
to  profess  less  thwi  the  receiving  nis  Name  at  least ;  or  in  others,  those  thai  are  of 
Papists  the  most  moderate,  yet  receive  the  Name  of  the  Beast  at  least,  and  so,  more 
than  the  Number  of  his  Name.  But  this  Number  of  his  Name  seems  to  be  a  Com- 
pany that  proceed  not  so  far  as  to  receive  his  Character,  professing  themselves  to  be 
Priests  of  Rotm^  nor  to  receive  his  Name  ;  for  they  do  not  profess  themselves  to  be 
PapUiSf  and  vet  are  of  the  Number  of  his  Name ;  tnat  is,  do  hold  and  bring  in  such 
Doctrines  and  Opinions,  and  such  Rites  in  Wordiip,  as  shall  make  all  Men  reckon, 
account,  or  number  them  amone  Paputt  in  Heart  and  Affection ;  and  so,  they  are  <^ 
the  Number  of  his  Name,  that  is  in  account  such,  they  behave  themselves  to  be  so  as 
they  are,  and  deserve  to  be  accounted  and  esteemed  Papiitt,  and  to  aim  at  Popery,  in 
the  Judgment  of  all  Orthodox  and  Reformed  Proiettantt :  and  that  justly,  for  although 
their  Profession  deny  it,  yet  when  their  Actions,  and  their  eorruptuie  of  Doctrine  and 
Worship  shall  ^>eak  it  to  all  Men*s  Consciences,  they  cannot  but  judoe  that  tiie  Popej 
and  the  fear  of  him,  is  before  their  Eyes,  fas  David  speaks  of  wicked  Men.)  And  as 
tiiose  in  TUtu,  that  profess  they  know  God,  yet  in  dieir  Works  deny  him,  are  justly 
accounted  AtheUU  ;  so  those  that  shall  profess  the  Reformed  Religion,  yet  in  all  their 
Practices,  and  under-hand  Polices,  depress  it,  and  advance  the  PopuA  Party,  are 
justly  to  be  accounted  PapUis,  and  to  have  received  the  Number  of  his  Name. 

**  The  phrase  [Number  of  a  Name]  is  not  only  taken  for  a  Name  consistine  of  Ka- 
meral  Letters,  and  so,  not  only  for  Number  Arithmetical ;  but  the  word  [dumber] 
is  in  many  Languages  put  for  the  Account,  Reckoning,  or  Esteem,  that  is  commonly 
had  of  Men ;  as  in  Latm  we  say.  He  is  one  nuUius  Numeric  of  no  Number  or  Aceoaiit, 
and  so  among  the  Grecians,  ^i'  iFoXMyut^  ivaplOfws^  is  used  by  Homer,  for  one  in  great 
Account  in  War,  being  numbered  or  esteemed  a  Souldier. 

"So  then.  Number  of  a  Name,  is  a  common  Esteem,  or  Account  to  be  such  or  sack 
an  one ;  and  so  the  Number  of  the  Beast*s  Name  here,  is  the  common  repute  or 
esteem  to  be  a  PapUif  procured  through  under-hand  advandng  of  the  Popish  Caose. 
It  being  therefore  spoken  in  a  distinct  and  lower  degree  from  receiving  his  Name  or 
Mark,  (which  note  out  an  open  Profession)  doth  yet  necessarily  import  so  much, 
inclining  and  cleaving  to  him  (Uioushseeretiy)  as  shall  deserve  that  account  and  repaie 
to  be  80  numbered,  as  being  mdeed  tacitely  and  in  Heart,  as  truly  of  his  Company,  as 
those  that  receive  his  Name.  Now  if  in  opening  the  meaning  of  the  Holy  Ghost  in 
the  Phrase  here,  this  Description  shall  seem  to  the  Life  to  picture  out  a  Generation  <d 
such  kind  of  Popish  Persons  as  these  in  any  (even  the  most  Famous)  of  the  Reformed 
Churches,  certamly  there  will  not  want  good  ground  for  it :  for  thoui^  they,  with  an 
impudent  fore-head,  renounce  the  Papers  Character,  and  the  Name  of  Popwfe,  and  will 
by  no  means  be  called  Priests  qf  Baai,  (though  Priests  they  affect  to  be  called)  bat 
boast  themselves  to  be  of  the  Reformation,  and  opposites  to  the  Papal  Faction ;  yet 
with  as  much  impudence  do  they  bring  in  an  Imago  of  Popish  Worship  and  Ceremo- 
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nies,  adding  to  eome  old  Limhi,  never  cast  out,  other  lubetantial  partSy  of  Altars,  Cru- 
dfizesy  Second  Service,  and  the  like,  so  to  make  up  a  full  likeness  in  the  Publick 
Serrioe,  to  that  of  the  Popish  Church ;  they  bring  in  the  Carkass  first,  which  mav 
afterwards  be  inspired  with  the  same  Opinions.     All  this,  not  as  Popery,  or  with 
annexion  of  Popish  Idolatrous  Opinions,  but  upon  such  grounds  only,  as  upon  which 
PraiettanU  themselves  have  contmued  some  other  Ceremonies.     And  as  in  Worship, 
so  in  Doctrine,  thev  seek  to  bring  in  a  Preaenoe  in  the  Sacrament  of  the  Lord'b  Sup- 
per, beyond  that  which  is  Spiritual,  to  Faith,  which  vet  is  not  Popish  Transnbstan- 
tiation ;  a  Power  in  Priests  to  forgive  Sins,  beyond  that  which  is  declarative,  yet  not 
that  which  Mass- Priests  arrogate :  Justification  by  Works,  yet  not  so  grosly  as  in  the 
way  of  Popish  Merit,  but  as  a  Condition  of  the  Gospel  as  well  as  Faith ;  and  many  the 
like  to  these ;  thus  truly  setting  up  an  Image  of  Old  Popery  in  a  Protestant  Reformed 
Way,  even  as  Popery  is  an  Imaee  of  Heathenish  Worship  in  a  Christian  Way.     Say 
these  Men  what  tney  will,  that  they  hold  not  of  the  Pope,  nor  any  way  intend  him,  or 
the  introducing  his  Religion  into  these  Churches,  yet  their  Actions  do  Tand  cannot 
but)  makeaU  men  number  them  as  such ;  and  therefore  we  say.  That  they  nave  gained 
that  esteem  at  Home  and  Abroad  in  all  the  Churches  ;  and  it  is  no  more  than  what  the 
Holy  Ghost  prophesied  of,  who  hath  fitted  them  with  a  Description  so  Characteristical^ 
as  nothing  is  more  like  them  than  this  of  these  here,  who  are  said  to  receive  the  Num- 
ber qf  Ms  Name.    And  they  doing  this  in  a  way  of  Apostacy  from  their  former  Pro- 
fession and  Relirion  in  which  they  were  trained  up,  and  in  a  Church  so  full  of  Spiritual 
Light,  where  God  hath  more  Witnesses  than  all  the  rest  of  the  Churches,  and  with  an 
intention  and  conspuacy  in  the  end  to  make  way  for  the  Beast,  (that  going  before,  as 
the  Twi-light  doth  serve  to  usher  in  Darkness)  therefore  the  Holy  Ghost  thought  them 
worthy  of  this  Character,  (in  this  Prophecy)  and  of  a  discovery  of  them  unto  whom 
ihey  do  belong ;  especially  seeing  they  would  so  professedly  deny  it.    And  though 
haply  but  in  one  of  the  ten  Kingdoms,  (although  the  Luiherans  else-where  look  very 
like  this  Description  also);  yet  seeing  they  were  to  grow  to  so  potent  a  Faction,  as  to 
have  power  to  hinder  the  ( buying  tmd  aeUmg)  quiet  living  of  others  amongst  them, 
who  will  not  receive  this  Won^p  and  Doctrine,  (which  is  a  new  refined  Popery)  and 
with  it  the  Number  of  his  Name ;  that  is,  those  Opinions  and  Practices  which  do 
deserve  that  esteem.    And  further,  because  they  were  to  be  the  Pope's  last  Champions 
before  his  Fall,  whom  those  that  are  the  true  Saints,  (of  whom  the  greatest  Number  in 
the  Ust  Age  before  the  Pope*s  Ruin,  is  in,  or  belong  to  that  one  finsdom^  are  to  en- 
counter and  overcome,  before  the  ruin  of  Rome  ;  therefore  the  Holy  Ghost  thought  not 
fit  to  leave  such  a  Company  out  of  the  Beast*s  Number  and  Followers ;  and  that  also, 
although  they  were  to  continue  but  for  a  short  time ;  for  the  Doom  of  these  Men  we 
have  in  another  Prophecy  (as  their  Description  also)  2  Tim,  3.  from  the  \at  verse  to 
the  15/A,  the  Prophecy  there  being  of  a  Generation  of  Men  to  arise  in  the  last  Days, 
(the  Papists  rising  is  attributed  to  the  Latter  Daya^  in  2  Jim,  4  chap,  but  the  rise  of 
these  to  the  last  of  the  last  Days)  who  shall  set  themselves  principally  aeainst  the 
Power  and  Spirit  of  True  Worship,  and  set  up  a  Form  or  Image  instead  of  it,  verse  5. 
but  their  Doom  is,  (verse  9.)     These  shall  proceed  no  further,  they  shall  have  a  stop  ; 
and  their  FoUy,  and  Madness,  and  Hypocrisy  (to  attempt  to  bring  in  Popery  with 
denying  it ;  and  when  it  is  going  down,  then  to  build  this  BaM  again)  shall  appear  to 
all  men  ;  and  being  discovered,  will  be  their  overthrow :  but  notwithstanding  they  must 
V^oeeed  further  than  as  yet  they  have  done,  even  to  the  killing  of  the  Witnesses  in  that 
Kinedom,  or  tenth  part  of  the  City,  (as  chap.  ]  1 .  will  shew,  when  in  its  due  order  it 
Bhallbe  opened.)    And  because  these  last  Champions  of  the  Beast,  and  Healers  of  the 
Wound  given  hun,  should  come  in  the  last  Days  of  all,  they  are  therefore  last  named, 
and  are  said  to  be  last  overcome  by  the  Witnesses  and  pourers  forth  of  the  Vials,  as  chap. 
l5.2.**_.£Wn/ion  upon  the  Revelation.      First  part  Chap.  VII.  pp  65. — 67.      Folio 
Ed:  1683.  :t 


n.  EXTRACT  FROM  THE  CONSTITUTIONAL  HISTORY  OF  ENGLAND. 

By  Hknry  Hallam,  Esq. 

''The  charge  of  inclining  towards  Popery,  brought  by  one  of  our  religious  parties 
»^>t  Laud  and  his  colleasuee  with  invidious  exaggeration,  has  been  too  indignantly 
tnied  by  another.    Much,  mdeed,  wiU  depend  on  the  definition  of  that  obnoxious 


I>.  2 1!?  ^*  ^  ^c  author  writing  this  Discoorse  was  hi  the  year  1639.    Preface  to  the  Reader, 
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word ;  which  one  may  restrmin  to  an  acknowledgment  of  the  Snpffemacgr  in  Fjath  and 
Discipline  of  the  Roman  See ;  while  another  oomnrehenda  in  it  all  thoae  tenote  wliieh 
were  rejected  as  corruptiona  of  Chriatianity  at  (he  Reformation ;  and  a  third  may  ex- 
tend it  to  the  ceremonies  and  ecclesiastical  observances  which  were  set  aside  at  the 
same  time. 

*'  In  this  last  and  most  enlaiged  sense,  which  the  vulgar  natorally  adopted,  it  ia  no- 
torioas  that  all  the  Inoovations  of  the  School  of  Land  were  «o  mmqf  appnmckem^  t»  the 
exterior  toarthip  qf  the  Church,  to  the  Roman  model, 

'*  Picture*  were  set  up  or  repaired.'^ — The  Communum-ta^  took  the  name  of  an 
Altar  i '  it  was  sometimes  made  of  stone  ir-^obeitancet  were  made  to  it  ;C  the  C^-vct^'' 
was  sometimes  placed  upon  it  The  dren  of  the  officiating  Priests  became  mens  paiMfjf.* 
Churches  were  ooneecrated  with  strange  aud  mysterious  pageaniry.9 

"These  petty  superstitions,  which  would  of  themselves  have  disgusted  a  nmtion  ae^ 
customed  to  despise  as  well  as  abhor  the  pompous  rites  of  the  Catholics,  became  mfxre 
alarming  from  the  evident  Ma«  qf  some  leading  Churdimen  to  parts  qf  the  JRamUh 
iheologi/, 

**  The  Doctrine  of  a  real  presence,  distiDguishable  only  by  vagueneas  of  definitian 
from  tliat  of  the  Church  of  Rome,^  was  genially  held.* 

"  Montague,  Bishop  of  Chichester,  alraady  so  conmicuous,  and  iustly  reckoned  the 
chief  of  the  Romanizmg  faction,  went  a  considerable  length  towards  admitting  the  In- 
ffoeaOon  qf  Saints,^  Prayers  for  the  Dead^  which  lead  naturally  to  the  tenei  of 
Purgatory,^  were  vindicated  bv  many.  In  fact,  there  was  hardly  anpr  dia^ctive  opinion 
of  the  Church  of  Rome  which  had  not  its  abettors  among  the  Bishops,  or  thoee  who 
wrote  under  their  patronage. 

"  The  practice  of  Auricular  Confession,^  which  an  aspiring  Clergy  must  so  Aeepij 
regret,  was  frequently  inculcated  as  a  duty.  And  Laud  gave  just  offence  by  a  public 
declaration,  that  in  the  disposal  of  Benefices  he  should,  in  equal  degrees  of  merit,  prefer 
single  before  married^  Priests. t 

"  It  must  be  confessed  that  these  English  Theologians  wm»  less  fiivomable  to  the 
Papal  Supremacy  than  to  most  other  distinguishing  tenets  of  the  Catholic  Church. 
Yet  even  this  they  were  inclined  to  admit  in  a  considerable  degree,''  as  a  matter  of 

*  "  In  Blflhop  AndrewH*  aniwer  to  Bellarmine,  he  says,  *<  PneaeBtiam  credimos  non  ndnos 
qnam  tos  veram ;  de  modo  pnesentie  nil  iemera  definimua.*  And  soon  afterwards,  <  NoMa  to- 
bisciun  de  objecto  convenit,  de  nodo  lis  omniia  eat.  De  hoc  est,  ilde  flmUl  teneuMia  (|nod  ait,  da 
hoc  niodo  eat.  nt  sit  Par,  aive  In,  sire  Ciun,  nve  Sub,  siTe  Trans,  nulliun  iniU  verbom  est' 
I  quote  Aram  Gasaubon's  Epistles,  p.  393.  This  is  reduced  to  plain  terms:  We  Ailly  agree  with 
you  that  (Christ's  Body  is  actually  present  in  the  Sacramental  Blementa,  in  the  same  aenae  aa  you 
use  the  word ;  but  we  see  no  cause  for  determining  the  precise  mode,  whether  by  Traaauhstan- 
tiation  or  otherwise.' 

"  The  doctrine  of  the  Church  of  England,  as  evidenced  by  its  leading  Eccleaiaatica, wnderwaot  a 
change  In  the  reign  of  James,  through  Andrews,  Casaubon,  and  others,  who  defierred  wholly  to 
antiquity.  In  fact,  as  I  have  elsewhere  observed,  there  can  be  but  two  ofriniona.  neglecting  sub* 
ordinate  differences,  on  this  famous  controTersy.  It  is  dear  to  those  who  have  attended  to  the 
subject,  that  the  Anglican  Reformers  did  not  hold  a  local  presence  of  Christ's  human  Body  in  the 
consecrated  Bread  itself,  independent  of  the  communicant ;  or,  as  the  technical  phrase  waa, 
extra  usnm ;  and  it  is  also  clear  that  the  divines  of  the  latter  school  did  so.  This  question  is  ren- 
dered intricate  at  fln>t  sight,  partly  by  the  strong  figurative  language  which  the  eariy  Refonnen 
employed,  in  order  to  avoid  shacking  the  prejudices  of  the  people ;  and  partly  by  the  incauriows 
and  even  absurd  use  of  the  word  real  presence  to  mean  reat  absence,  which  is  oonunon  with 
modern  theologians." 

f  Heylin's  Life  of  Laud,  p.  SIS.  He  probably  imbibed  this,  like  many  other  of  his  prqjadices, 
from  Bishop  Andrews,  whose  epitaph,  in  the  Church  of  St.  Saviour's,  in  Southwark,  speaks  of  him 
as  havinc  received  a  superior  reward  in  heaven  on  account  of  his  eelibacy ;  **  Ooaleba  ndgrafit 
ad  aureolam  olestnm."  Biog.  Britannica.  Aureola,  a  word  of  no  dswiiical  authonty,  neanain  the 
style  of  Popish  Divinity,  which  the  author  of  the  epitaph  tiiought  fit  to  employ,  the  crown  of  vir- 
ginity.   See  Du  Cange  in  voc. 

4  The  introduction  of  Pictures  into  our  Chmrcbes  has  been  attempted,  and  defended  in  the 
present  day.  s  See  note  4,  p.  416,  supra.  *  See  note  6,  p.  SSO,  supra.  7  Mr.  Paget  speaka  of  the 
**  Disciples  of  the  Tractarian  School,"  as  '*  wearing  not  Crosaes  only,  but  Crue^ixes  {sic)  as  con- 
spicuously as  possible."  See  note  3,  p.  eS5,  supra,  s  See  notes  S,  3, page  616.  See  also  the  "  Chris- 
tian Calendar,  for  the  use  of  Members  of  the  EsUblished  Church,  by  a  Lay  Member  of  the 
Camden  Sodety ;"  in  whldi  "  the  copes  and  vestments  '*  are  said  to  "  follow  the  ooloar  of  the 
Altar  cloth,"  being  "trW/e,"  "vtefeV  "scarlet,**  "green,**  or  » black**  as  the  Festival  may 
require.  9  Similar  propensities  have  developed  themselves  at  LeoEf  and  elsewhers.  >  See  note 
I ,  p.  414,  supra.  9  See  note  S,  p.  5SS,  supra,  *  See  pp.  508,  MIQ,  and  note  S,  p.  SSO.  9S8,  supra. 
4  See  note  l,  p.  383, supra,  «  See  note  8,  p.  56 ;  and  note  8,  p.  928,  supra.  <  *•  An  anoBanried 
Priest  will  be  prefsrred,"  is  the  constant  langnace  of  the  TnM^tarian  advertiaen.  See  also  note  5, 
p.  ilO.     7  See  note  9,  p.  dS,  and  p.  480,  jvpra.— Ed. 
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positivey  though  not  divine  institution  \  content  to  make  the  doctrine  and  discipline  of 
the  fifth  oentury  the  rule  of  their  bastard  reform. 

"  An  extreme  reverence  for  what  they  called  the  PrimUive  Church  had  been  the 
source  of  their  errors.8  The  first  Reformers  had  paid  little  resard  to  that  authority. 
But  as  learning,  by  which  was  then  meant  an  acquaintance  with  Ecclesiastical  Anti- 
quity, grew  more  general  in  the  Church,  it  gradually  inspired  more  respect  for  itself; 
and  men*s  judgment  in  matters  of  religion  came  to  be  measured  by  the  quantity  of 
their  erudition.  The  sentence  of  the  early  writers,  including  the  fifth,  and  perhaps 
sixth  centuries,  if  it  did  not  pass  for  infallible,  was  of  prodigious  weight  in  controversy. 
No  one  in  the  English  Church  seems  to  have  contributed  so  much  towards  this  relapse 
into  superstition  as  Andrews,  Bishop  of  Winchester,  a  man  of  eminent  learning  in  tnis 
kind,  who  may  be  reckoned  the  founder  of  the  school  wherein  Laud  was  the  most  pro- 
minent disciple. 

''  A  characteristic  tenet  of  this  party  was,  as  I  have  already  observed,  that  Episcopal 
Oovemsnent^  toas  indupensably  requmte  to  a  Christian  Church.*  Hence  they  treated 
the  Presbjrterians  with  insolence  abroad,  and  severity  at  home.'  A  Brief  to  be  read 
in  Churches  for  the  sufferers  in  the  Palatinate  having  been  prepared,  wherein  they  are 
said  to  profess  the  same  religion  as  ourselves.  Laud  insisted  on  this  being  struck  out. 
The  Dutch  and  Walloon  Churdies  in  England,  which  had  subsisted  smce  the  Re- 
formation, and  which  various  motives  of  policy  had  led  Elizabeth  to  protect,  were 
harassed  by  the  Primate  and  other  Bishops  for  their  want  of  conformity  to  the  An- 
glican RitiiaL  llie  English  ambassador,  instead  of  firequenting  the  Hugonot  Church 
at  Charenton,  as  had  been  the  former  practice,  was  instructed  to  disclaim  all  fraternity 
with  that  sect,  and  set  up  in  his  own  Chapel  the  obnoxious  altar  and  the  other  Inno- 
vations of  the  hierarchy. 

"  This  alienation  from  the  Foreign  Churches  of  the  reformed  persuasion  had  scarcely 
80  important  an  effect  in  begetting  a  predilection  for  that  of  Rome,  as  the  language  fire- 
quently  held  about  the  Anglican  separation.  It  became  usual  for  our  Churchmen  to 
lament  the  precipitancy  with  which  the  R^ormaHtm  had  been  conducted,  and  to  m- 
veigh  offainsiiis  pritwipaiintirumenit.^    .... 

"  Nothing  incurred  more  censure  than  the  dissolution  of  the  Monastic  Orders,^  or  at 
least  the  alienation  of  their  endowments. 

"  The  Catholics  did  not  fail  to  anticipate  the  most  favourable  consequences  from  this 
turn  in  the  Church. '^  The  Clarendon  State  Papers,  and  many  other  documents,  con- 
tain remarkable  proofe  of  their  saneuine  and  not  unreasonable  hopes.  .  .  .  They 
drew  a  flattering  picture  of  the  resipiscenoe  of  the  Anglican  party ;  who  are  come  to 
acknowledge  the  truth  in  some  Articles,  and  differ  in  others  rather  verbally  than  in 
substance,  or  in  points  not  fundamental ;  who  hold  all  other  Protestants  to  be  schis- 
matical,  and  confess  the  Primacy  of  the  Holy  See,  regretting  the  separation  already 
made,  and  unshingfor  re-union  ;^  who  profess  to  pay  implicit  respect  to  the  Fathers, 
and  can  best  be  assailed  on  that  side.'* — Vol.  i.  chap.  viii.  pp.  473—^78.  Fourth 
edition. 

*  "  Han.  Bitfhop  of  Exeter,  a  very  considerable  penon,  wrote  a  treatiae  on  the  '  Divine  Inati- 
ttttioa  of  Epiacopttcy/  which,  according  to  an  analysia  given  by  Heylin  and  others,  of  its  leading 
poa'tiona,  ia  ao  mach  in  the  teeth  of  '  Hooker's  Ecclesiastical  Polity,'  that  it  might  pass  for  an 
answer  to  it.  Yet  it  did  not  quite  come  up  to  the  Primate's  standard,  who  made  him  alter  some 
pasaages  which  looked  too  much  like  conceasiona."— H«yMii*«  Life  «/  Laud,  374.    CoUier,  370. 


s  Seo  Charge  of  the  Dean  of  Saliabnry,  par.  9,  p.  IM,  supra*  '  See  note  9,  p.  44;  and  notes 
4,«,n.  S3t.  1  See  note  5,  p.  909,  supra.  «  See  note  0.  p.  39  ;  also  page  106,  and  Chaptera 
XVlll.  XIX.,  supra,  s  See  Fronde'a  Remains,  vol.  i.  p.  3S2.  «  Seenotei.p.1S6,<irpra.  &  See 
pp.  100. 108,  supra.^Eo. 
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APPENDIX    E. 


CALUMNIOUS  MISREPRESENTATION  OF  "ULTRA- 
PROTESTANT  "  TEACHING. 


I.  EXTRACT  FROM  NO.  87  OF  THE  TRACTS  FOR  THE  TIMES. 

**  The  evilB  to  which  thia  modem  system  has  led,  m  various  forms  of  dissent,^ 
are  too  evident,  wherever  we  turn  our  eyes,  leading  men  to  the  neglect  ftf  honesty  and 
plain  dealing,  and  at  length  to  indifference,  wuetlledness  and  tn/Scfefity. 

''  In  the  Choreh  it  eludes,  with  jealous  eagerness,  all  things  that  may  alarm  the 
consciences  of  those  who  heartily  adopt  the  svstem ;  Obedience  to  ChuriA  Auihorify, 
practices  of  Mort^/icaiion,  the  Fear  o/Cfod,  and  the  doctrine  of  Judgment  to  come, 

*'  It  sets  forth  religion  in  colours  attractive  to  the  world,  by  stimulating  the  affeetionB, 
and  by  stifling  the  conscience,  rather  than  by  purifying  and  humbling  the  heart.  Hence 
its  great  prevalence  in  places  of  fashionable  resort'' 

'*  And  to  those  who  have  in  ang  wag  forfeited  their  dtaracterfor  religion  and  morality 
or  sound  doctrine,  instead  of  the  process  of  painful,  secret  seLT-disoipline  and  gradual 
restoration,  or  the  open  and  salutary  penance  of  the  ancient  Church,  it  affords  an 
instant  and  ready  mode  for  assuming  at  once  all  the  privileges  and  auihority  qf  advanced 
piety. 

*'  And  the  consequence  is,  that  real  humUiiy  of  heart,  and  a  quiet  walking  in  the  or- 
dinances  (^f  God,  finds  not  only  the  world  tn  array  against  U,  but  that  which  consideft 
itself  as  Christianity  also. 

"  Through  all  its  appearances  it  is  marked  by  a  want  qf  reverence  ;  and,  therefore,  it 
can  use  worldly  instruments  and  worldly  organs.  It  may  serve  as  a  ready  doak  to  cot*er 
an  unsubdued  temper  and  a  worldly  spirit,  concealing  them  as  well  firom  the  individual 
himself,  as  from  others.  It  may  offer  a  convenient  refuge  to  those  who  would  ding  to 
the  Establishment,  rather  than  the  Chnroh,  if  she  should  be  spoiled  and  persecuted— 
pp.  79,  80. 


II.  EXTRACT  FROM  THE  BRITISH  CRITIC. 

"How  very  different  this  from  the  manner  in  which  the  sacred  mystery  is,  in  the 
present  day,  pressed  forward  by  a  peculiar  school,  whether  for  the  conversion  of  oobe- 
lievers,  or  for  winning  back  stray  souls  to  their  duty  and  allegiance.  It  is  held  forth, 
and  touchingly  depicted  to  all  men  indiscriminately,  but  specially  to  be  laid  hold  on  tf 
full  of  virtue  and  healing  efficacy  by  those  who  are  living  in  plain  neglect  or  abandonment 
q/*  their  Christian  calling. 


6  Nothing  can  be  more  contrarp  to  experience  than  tfab  Maertion.  Should  the  syiten  of  ^ 
Tractariuu  ever  unhappily  become  aa  prevalent  as  tiiat  which  is  here  so  rrieTOUsly  calnmniatedf 
it  will  soon  be  seen  which  of  the  two  tends  to  the  edifying  of  the  Body  of  Christ,  and  which  istbe 
prolific  source  (unintentionally  indeed,  but  not  on  that  account  less  certainly,}  of  Schism  tad 
Dissent.— Ed. 

7  The  writer  would  have  been  much  nearer  the  truth  if  he  had  said—"  It  sets  forth  relitn'on 
as  something  totaUy  distinct  J^om,  and  opposed  to,  **  the  world  ;*'  hence  the  enmity  whieh  » 
excites  "  in  places  of  fashionable  resort.*'  He  can  have  seen  but  little  of  such  |Aaoes  and  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  "  System  "  which  he  traduces  is  received  by  the  generality  of  those  who  re- 
sort to  them,  or  he  could  never  speak,  as  he  does  elsewhere,  (Tract  80,  p.  77,)  *'  of  Christianity 
having  become  pnbUdy  acceptable  to  the  toorld  contrary  to  our  Lord's  express  dedaratioDS- 
Did  be  never  hear  the  disciples  of  this  *'  Modern  School  **  accused  of  being  "  righteous  ever- 
much  ;**  and  *'  the  teaching  alluded  to"  condemned  as  too  severe,  as  harsh,  exclusive,  end  nn- 
charUableT  Is  this  becauve  it  " sti/les  the  conscience,**  and  "excludes  wUh  Jealous  ettgersest 
practices  of  Mortification,  the  fear  of  God,  and  the  doctrine  of  the  Judgment  to  come  f" 

It  is  not,  however,  the  first  time  that  religion  has  been  assailed  with  <marges  in  ^tenee^^^j^ 
most  opposite  and  contradictorv.  <'Jobn  the  Baptist  came  neither  eatine  bread  nor  dri»**'*f 
wine  ;  and  ye  say,^«  hath  a  devil.  The  Son  of  Man  is  come  eating  and  drinking;  and  je  i>7> 
Behold  a  gluttonous  man  and  a  uine-bibber,  a  friend  of  publicans  and  sinnen  I  But  wiMon  M 
Justified  of  all  her  children.**    Luke  vii.  33,34.— Eo. 
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'*  The  characterisiicfl  of  its  full  reception  into  the  heart  of  any  individual  seem^  to  be 
an  entire  disclaiming  of  any  merit  or  desert  in  himself,^ — a  watchful  jealousy  of  any 
worth  or  importance  in  any  thing  he  can  do,^ — a  casting  himself  upon  Christ,^ — a 
heartv,  joyous,  confident  sense  of  the  efficacy  of  that  blessed  Sacrifice,  as  complete  and 
life-givine  to  every  one  who  so  apprehends  it,  and  to  himself  in  particular,' — an  affec- 
tionate aomowledgment  of  having  been  brought  to  feel  and  understand  tins,* — and  an 
absorbing  contemplation  of  that  Sacrifice  without  reference  to  the  further  necestarp 
realizoHon  of  the  doctrine  in  his  own  practice. 

"  Hence  it  is  made  a  matter  of  present  triumphant  satisfaction,  and  the  place  in  the 
doctrine  <^9ueh  texts  as  ihe  following  is  forgotten.  The  meaning  of  '  the  abounding  of 
the  sufferings  of  Christ  in  us  * — ^the  '  bearing  about  in  the  body  the  dying  of  the  Lord 
Jesus,  that  the  life  of  Jesus  might  be  made  manifest  in  our  body  * — ^the '  filling  up  that 
which  is  behind  of  the  afflictions  of  Christ  in  our  flesh  * — ^the  knowing  '  the  fellowship 
of  his  sufferings  being  made  conformable  to  his  death  ^ — teem  lost  sight  of,  and  have 
no  part  in  th^  system.  It  is  made  to  convey  present  assurance  and  comfort,  and  to 
relieve  us  of  the  se^-denial  and  severity  of  practical  holiness  ;  and  of  the  anjnelies  about 
falling  away  from  a  state  ofgrace^  or  of  whether  we  dare  hope  Ood  in  his  mercy  will  bear 
with  the  *  dregs  of  a  polluted  l\fe  ;*  and  it  is  by  stimulating  the  affections,  and  kindling 
what  are  accounted  feelings  of  fervent,  piety,  that  men  are  brought  to  cast  themselves, 
in  a  way,  out  of  themselves,  and  at  once,  in  full  confidence  of  faith,  to  lay  hold  of,  and 
apply  to  themselves  the  saving  efficacy  of  this  doctrine. 

•<  Is  it  to  be 


wondered  at,  that  when  so  deep  and  mysterious  a  Doctrine  as  the  Atone- 
ment is  put  forward,  as  though  its  heavenly  grace  and  meaning  may  be  at  once  appre- 
hended and  brought  home,  by  a  sudden  movement  of  the  affections,  or  an  act  of  the 
understanding,  that  there  is  an  impatience  of  doctrines  which  require  submissive,  lowly 
faUh,  teachable  acquiescence  in  aoubt  and  uncertainty,  as  to  the  immediate  blessings 
on  the  practice  of  them,  and  steady  and  persevering  self-denial  9  Is  it  to  be  wondered 
at,  that  sacraments  are  slighted  as  formal,  l\feless,  and  superstitious,  while  the  feelings 
of  the  heart  are  rather  made  tests  of  right  devotional  exercises?  Is  it  to  be  wondered 
at,  that  painful  self-denying  obedience,  the  punctual  practice  of  external  services,  such 
as  public  prayer  and  fasting,  are  regarded  with  suspicion,  as  unepiritual,  formal,  dero- 
gatory to  Me  Redeemer's  merits^  and  undue  restraint  on  Christian  liberty — ^that  there 
should  be  a  manifest  tendency  to  explain  away  all  mysteries  in  religion — ^that  men  should 
be  offended  at  the  notion  of  the  severities  of  the  Christian  faith  *,  and  that  the  notion 
of  any  reserve  in  Scripture,  designed  by  Almiehty  Cod  to  answer  certain  moral  pur- 
poses, and  brought  out  practi<^Iy,  as  in  the  teaching  and  discipline  of  the  early 
Church,  should  1^  impatiently  rejected  ? 

''  These  few  remarks  have  been  rather  added,  because  it  is  notorious  how  popular 
books  of  the  day  bring  forward  the  Doctrine  of  the  Atonement ;  and  press  it  in  every 
rhetorical  form,  as  the  great  instrument  for  the  conversion  of  the  careless  and  ill- 
living."— jBri/w*  Critic,  No,  50,  Review  of  Tracts  on  Reserve,  pp.  292—294. 

See  also  in  Appendix  F. 


8  Does  the  writer  of  this  article  really  mean  to  assert  that  these  are  not  the  "  characteristics  '* 
of  a  ■<  fall  reception"  of  the  troths  of  the  Gospel  "into  the  heart  of  any  individual?'*  If  so, 
**  the  place  in  "  his  "  doctrine  of  such  texts  as  the  following  **  must  surely  be  "  forgotten  ;'*  they 
can  "  hare  no  part  in  '*  his  **  system." 

9  *'  I  know  that  in  me  (that  is,  in  my  flesh)  dwelleth  ho  good  thin^,**— Rom,  viii.  8. 
1  **  Ho  likewise  ye,  when  ye  shall  have  done  all  these  things  which  are  commanded  yon, 
say.  We  are  unprq/ltable  tierrnaiB."— Lake  xrii.  10. 

■J  **  Lord,  to  whom  shall  we  go  ?  Thou  hast  the  words  of  eternal  life.**^  John  vi.  08.  "Abide 
in  met  and  I  in  you for  utthout  me  ye  can  do  nothing."— John  xy.  4, 5. 

3  *'  Ood  forbid  that  /  should  tUny  save  in  the  Cross  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ."— Gal.  vi.  14. 
"  And  not  only  so,  but  we  also  joy  in  God  through  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  by  whom  we  hare 
now  reoeiTed  the  Atonement,'*— Rom,  ▼.  11.  "  Who  shall  separate  us  from  the  love  of 
Christ  T"— Rom.  viii.  35—30. 

4  **  Blessed  be  the  God  and  Father  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  which  according  to 
his  abundant  mercy  hath  begotten  us  again  to  a  lively  hope  by  tho  resurrection  of  Jesus 
Christ  from  the  dead."—!  Pet.  i.  3.  As  ye  have  therefore  received  Christ  Jesus  the  Lord,  so 
walk  ye  in  Him:  rooted  and  built  up  in  Him, and  stablished  in  the  tsiih,  as  ye  heve  been 
taught,  abounding  therein  tdIA  ihanJlcsgiving."—Co\AL6, 7.— Ed. 

The  reader  is  requested  to  compare  the  foregoing  extracts  with  die  quotations  fimn  the  Charges 
of  the  Bishop  op  CTalcutta,  and  the  Dean  op  Sausbort,  pp.  044— 640,«tfpra.— Ed. 
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.       APPENDIX    F. 

ILLUSTRATIONS   OF   THE    MEEKNESS,    CHARITY,    AND 
FORBEARANCE,  DISPLAYED  BY  THE  TRACT ARIANS. 


"  I  cannot  cloae  what  I  hare  h  ad  to  say  retpectin;  them,  withoat  ofl^ring  my  teathnony  and 
homble  meed  of  praiae  to  the  auignlar  meeknesst  chariijft  t^nA  fmrbearmtet,  which  they  kare  es- 
erclMd  tiiroaghont  Iheae  oontroTeniet.'*— BisHor  PHiLLrom.    Vidtntpra,  p.  139. 

•<  J  would  not  have  blotted  ao  much  paper  with  ao  much  wickednest,  nor  filled  your  ean  and 
eyeawith  w  rouchy(//AineM,  bat  that  ne  p.  evoked  me  to  it,  and  calls  that  good,  whicb  iaevil. 
and  li^ht,  darknoM.**— Bishop  Pilkimgton.  The  Burning  of  PauU,  Sect.  ix.  Edition  of  the 
Parker  Society. 


I.    MR.  PAGET'S  **  WARDEN  OF  BERK  ING  HOLT," 

The  following 'extracts  from  a  Traotarian  Novel,  entitled  The  Warden  of  Berlnng- 
hoU,  by  the  Rkvbrbnd  Francd  E.  Pagbt,  M.A.,  Chaplain  to  thb  Lord  Bishop 
OF  Oxford,  may  be  fitly  introduced  by  a  quotation  from  a  review  of  Mrs.  Troi,lofb*8 
near  qf  WrMehiii,  in  the  British  CriHe  for  Jan.  1838  :— 

**  There  is  one  crowning  perfidy,  one  more  contutnmaie  tf|/amy,  from  whi^  we  do  in 
our  heart  trust  Mrs.  Trollopb  may  be  completely  absolved.  That  perfidj^y  that  in- 
famy, would  be,  by  thepomied  mention  qfaome  tlight  particularity to  direet 

the  attention  of  the  ill-natured  to  some  actual  and  individual  person,  as  the  possible 
origlnaL**— i9n/i«A  CrUic,  Jan.  1838,  p.  102. 

Mrs.  Trollopb*s  innocence  of  this  **  consummate  h\famy^  has  been^  it  is  well 
known,  very  strongly  suspected :  let  the  reader  judge  for  himself  how  far  Mr.  Paobt 
is  entitled  to  a  more  complete  absolution  :— 

Mr.  Paget. 
*'  Mr.  Swainham  was  so  eminently  po- 
pular among  the  female  visiters  at  public 
meetings,  that  he  had  been  heard  to  boast 
that  he  had,  in  the  course  of  a  single  year, 
received  from  the  dear  creatures,  known 
and  anonymous,  no  less  than  forty-nine 
direct  proposals,  and  7d3  pair  of  embroid- 
ered slippers.  And  among  the  younger 
part  of  the  female  religions  world,  he  was 
known  by  the  name  of  '  Look  and  die*— a 
circumstance  of  which  he  was  as  proud  as 
of  the  slipper  contribution —  ...  for  with 
the  exception  of  the  cast  in  his  eye,  nature 
had  favoured  him,  and  his  tailor  and 
Rowland^s  Kalydor  had  done  the  rest.*^ 
Warden  of  Berkinffholt,  pp.  261,  282. 
'<  It  was  well  he  had  done,  for  the  eldest 
Miss  Wiggins  had  fainted,  and  the  two 
younger  were  in  hysterics.  Really,  gentle- 
men of  Mr.Swainham*s  abilities  should  take 
care  what  they  are  aboni.     They  make 


Mrs.  Trollopb. 
*' Among  the  females  he  had  been  par- 
ticularly successful ;  and  indeed  the  pro- 
portion of  the  fair  sex  who  are  found  to 
embrace  the  tenets  which  this  gentleman 
and  his  sect  have  introduced  in  place  of 
those  of  the  Church  of  England,  is  so 
great,  that,  as  their  faith  is  an  exclusive 
one,  it  might  be  conjectured  that  the 
chief  object  of  the  doctrine  was  to  act  as  a 
balance- weight  against  that  of  Mahomet, 
who,  atrocious  tyrant  as  he  was,  shut  the 
gates  of  heaven  against  all  woman  kind 
whatsoever." 

Vicar  of  WrexhUl,  vol.  iL  p.  128. 


terrible  havoc :  they  plav  with  edged  tools, 
and  many  a  soft-hearted  and  diiwoiisolate 


^*  Miss  Fanny  is  evidently  intended  as  a 
representation  of  the  class  of  evangelical 
young  ladies,  who  slide  by  insensible  de- 
grees through  the  pions  into  the  amatory, 
and  sing  hymns  where  the  devotional  is  a 
plagiarism  from  the  erotic,  and  lall  in 
love  with  the  too  interesting  parson,  who 

debars  them  from  other  emotions  than  milliner'b  apprentice  has  had  cause  ere 
those  which  his  own  mingled  tenderness  this  to  address  them  as  the  broken-backed 
and  spirituality  can  gently  but  deeply  frees  did  the  stone-throwing  boys  in  the 
stir."  fable,  'It  may  be  fun  to  you, — bat  it  is 

BriHsh  Critic,  Jan.  1838,  p.  89.        death  to  us.'  '* 

Warden  qf  Berkingholt,  p.  264. 

Further  evidence  of  Mr.  Pag bt*r  guilt  will  be  found  in  the  accompanying  fao-aimile 
of  a  document  designed  and  published  by  the  Clerical  Novelist,  and  tar  surpassing  soy 
thing  achieved  by  his  fair  competitor  for  the  *'  erotomng  perfidy^ 


SPLENDID  COMBINATION  OF  TAIENT! 


^The  Religions  Public  are  respectfully  informed  that  a  Meet-^_, . 
ing  of  the  Berkingholt  Ladies  Association  of  the  lik 

iWill  be  held  in  Berkingholt  Charch,  on  Monday  Eveningi^ 
August  24th y  when  ^m 

THE  REV.  RORY  O'FLANNIGAN,        S 

Of  Liverpool,  ^ 

\  Will  appear  on  the  Platform  to  advocate  the  claims  of  the  ^ 
Institution,  accompanied  by  the  |^ 

REVERENDS  LOTHARIO  SWAINHAM  OF  CHELTENHAM, 

JOSEPH  MILLER  OF  MANCHESTER, 
WILLIS  MADDISON  OF  ST.  LUKE'S,  BETHLEM  GREEN, 

and 

SHIMEI  GADD, 

Travelling  Secretary  of  the  Parent  Society. 

ilt  is  likewise  hoped  that  COUNT  WERTER  VON  SPITZBUBe| 
^from  Prussia  (now  in  the  neighbourhood)  and  several  eminent  | 
z  Ministers  of  various  denominations  will  attend  the  Meeting. 

The  Rev.  Jerbmt  Swamp,  Perpetual  Curate  of  Berk-^ 
Ringbolt,  will  take  the  Chair  at  Seven  ©'Clock  precisely,  and|^ 
;  deliver  a  Prayer  appropriate  for  the  occasion.  In  the  course  ^^ 
2  of  the  proceedings  Hymns  will  be  sung  by  the  Members  of|,Js^ 
>the  Clackington  Melodists'  Club,  who  have  most  liberally  (^[J 
I  offered  their  gratuitous  services  on  this  occasion.  ^f| 

The  Church  is  warm,  and  will  be  well  lighted.  Reserved  seats  |^ 
^for  the  Ladies  on  the  Platform.  Reflreshments  and  accommodation^^ 
^  at  the  Temperance  Tavern,  Church  Lane.  ^^ 

8CATTERLTZE,  PRINTER  AND  PUBLISHER,  ^^ 

BERKINGHOLT  PRESS.  &^ 
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II.    THE  OXFORD  MARGARET  PROFESSOR. 

^'The  MAROiiRBT  PROPB880R  appears  at  intervals  averaging  not  less  than  three 
years.  Though  he  now  seems  settling  into  periodic  times,  lutherto  his  return  has  been 
uncertain.  However,  there  have  always  been  certain  signs  of  his  approach,  so  the 
University  has  never  been  taken  by  surprise.  Nunquam  imprudsntUnu  imber  objksii. 
When  public  feeling  has  been  a  good  deal  excited  about  any  Oxford  affairs,  and  the 
London  papers,  especially  The  Record^  have  taken  them  up,  and  called  upon  the  Uni- 
versity to  vindicate  its  fair  &me,  you  may  then  confidently  look  for  the  M,aroarst 
Propkssor  ;  and  accordingly,  when  the  clamour  is  at  the  mghest,  whispers  are  heard 
that  he  is  going  to  fire  off  a  sermon  ....  a  large  crowd  assembles  ....  a  person  of 
rather  striking  appearance,  and  displaying  his  doctor^s  robes  to  great  advantage,  ascends 
the  pulpit,  and,  with  a  countenance  and  gestures  fully  wrought  up  to  the  occasion,  de- 
livers sentence,  or  punishment,  or  whatever  else  it  is  to  be  called.  His  style  is  round, 
wordy,  full  of  antithesis,  sarcasm,  with  all  those  rhetorical  arts  that  one  finds  in  polite 
sermons  of  the  last  century.  There  is  an  evident  sensation  in  Church.  Every  body 
goes  home  with  the  impression  that  he  has  seen  something  very  Btriking_8omething 
between  a  portent  and  a  catastrophe,  which  he  will  never  forget,  and  the  like  of  which 
he  will  never  see  again.  The  effect  is  various  Some  are  roused  to  indignation  against 
the  victim  of  the  day*s  sport ;  the  softer  natures  feel  a  re-action  towards  pity. 

'*  Now  we  know  that  manner  has  at  least  as  much  to  do  with  the  body  as  with  the 
mind ;  and  a  person^s  outward  ways  are  a  very  uncertain  index  of  his  real  disposition. 
It  is  so,  we  doubt  not,  in  the  present  instance.  But  we  are  only  describing  the 
appearance  ;  and  we  trust  it  will  be  beneficial  to  all  parties,  especially  to  the  Professor 
himself,  to  know  what  appearance  he  makes.  We  do  not  think  it  either  an  amiable  or  a 
di^nifi^  one.  It  is  Judge  Jefferies  without  his  humour  and  without  his  consistency  of 
principle.  It  is  not  the  performance  of  a  pleader,  or  even  of  a  jud^,  but  rather  of  that 
^rim  functionaxT  who  appears  only  on  certain,  and  those  very  public  occasions, — ^whose 
intermediate  existence  and  locality  is  utterly  unknown  and  uncared  for — who  is  supposed 
to  be  all-indifferent  to  the  rights  of  the  case,  and  unable  to  enter  into  them,  and  whose 
office  is  to  consummate  the  processes  of  the  law.  How  a  man  should  endure,  or  even 
relish  such  an  employment,  is  a  puzzle  to  ordinary  minds.  *  The  Sovereigns  mav  do  what 
they  like,*  said  Wellington  at  Paris,  when  he  heard  of  the  proposition  to  put  Bonaparte 
to  death,  <  bat  I  will  never  be  an  executioner.*  So  forcibly  does  the  resemblance  we 
have  alluded  to  possess  the  mind,  that  we  could  almost  say,  *  Descende  carnifex,*  did 
one  think  it  probable  that  the  morrow  would  change  the  mood.**-^rt^t<>^  Critic^  No.  ^. 
pp.  217, 218. 

*^  He**-.the  Maroarvt  Professor — ^'  confesses  to  a  great  diflSculty  in  mere  read- 
ing, not  to  speak  of  understanding  what  he  reads.  Two  or  three  pages  of  quotation  or 
^fgiunent  he  speaks  of  as  '  long,* '  wearisome,*  *  tedious,' '  perplexing,*  'irkisome  task,* 
'a  prolixity  well  calculated  to  bewilder  the  reader,  and  cause  him  to  lose  the  thread  ii 
a  disjointed  argument  ;*  'an  entangled  thread  of  sophistical  reasoning.*  So  often  do 
such  expressions  recur,  that  one  is  painfully  reminded  at  every  other  page,  of  head- 
ache, plethora,  drowsiness,  vertigo,  depression  of  spirits,  and  other  apopleptic  symp- 
^ms.  Knowing,  therefore,  the  extreme  difficulty  some  people  find  in  mental  opera- 
tions, we  were  willing  to  suppose  the  delay  before  publication  was  no  more  than  the 
Professor^  constitution  required.  But  for  his  own  avowals  on  this  point,  we  might 
have  thought  some  explanation  necessary.**— Ibid.  p.  216. 

.  '*  Does  the  <  Accuter  qf  the  Brethren,^  Dr.  Faussbtt.  imagine  that  he  will  have  no 
UQitators,  however  humble,  in  the  office  of  public  plamtiff  of  the  Church  !  Is  the 
•Margaret  Professor  to  enjoy  a  snug  monopoly  as  Delator-General  ?  If  once  in  three 
y^n  he  can  be  poked  up  to  defend  what  m  nis  post-prandial  slumbers,  he  dreams  to 
oe  the  meaning  of  the  Thirty-nine  Articles,  does  he  delude  himself  into  the  soothing 
q^esc^t  belief  that  no  Master  of  Arts  will  comphun  of  Preachers  who  impugn  The 

Be  of  good  comfort,  Mastrr  Faussrtt,  you  have  lighted  such  a  candle  in  England 
that  *  *"***>  ^y  God's  grace,  shall  never  be  put  out ;  only  take  care,  Reverend  Doctor, 
sinffGd-^™  ^^^  fingers  are  not  burnt,  and  the  scarlet  gown  somewhat  scorched  and 

'*  All  honour,  then,  to  the  hist  Defender  of  the  Faith !   Godprbt  Fa ubsbtt  shall  be  a 
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name  as  famous  as  that  of  Nicholas  Ridley :  some  men  achieve  immortality  by  tie 
stake,  and  some  by  a  note  to  the  Vice-Chancellor! 

«  *  What  mighty  contesU  rise  ftom  trivial  things/ 

'*  If,  when  Dr.  Pusey  preached  last  at  Christ  Church,'  the  Maroarvt  PRoPssfioa^s 
sleep  had  been  as  deep  as  usual — had  his  biliary  oi<gans  pot  been  somewhat  indisposed 
— had  the  hestemal  Port  not  lost  its  ordinarily  tranquillizing  influence — ^in  a  word,  had 
not  the  Reverend  Doctor  been  suffering  under  indigestion,  and  its  consequence,  ill 
temper,  he  hod  not  complained,  and  it  may  be  that  we  might  have  waited  another  cen- 
tury before  the  Church  nad  been  permitted  to  recover  her  own  lungs.  But  events  are 
sweeping  on  with  giant  speed ;  and  who  knows  but  the  Revival  qf  Convocation  shall  be 
owing  to  Dr.  Faussrtt'b  neglect  of  the  apothecary  ?^'.^--Engiieh  Churchman,  No.  29, 


III.  DR.  WYNTER  AND  "THE  SIX  DOCTORS."  » 

*'  We  will  venture  to  si^  that  no  Cnsar  in  the  midst  of  his  legions  or  his  Praetorian 
guard ;  no  Pope  in  the  Churches  direst  emergency ;  no  Tudor  in  reliance  on  his 
personal  might  and  awfulness ;  no  Stuart  in  conceit  of  his  Divine  prerogative ;  no 
leader  of  a  republican  convention  in  the  worst  reign  of  Terror — ever  did  attempt  or 
could  imagine  a  more  preposterous  departure  from  law  and  justice  than  what  that  very 
peaceable  and  courteous  man,  Dr.  Wvntsr,  has  been  allowed  to  perpetrate  with 
scarcely  a  breath  of  remonstrance.'*— .Bn^ijA  Critic,  July,  1843,  p.  227. 

'^  There  is  a  remarkable  instance  in  the  Bible  of  an  Ancient  Statute  revived  alter 
ages  of  apparent  desuetude.  The  manner  of  doins  it  is  not  commended  to  our 
imitation,  though  in  one  respect  ii  teas  less  excepdonabk  than  the  late  revival  ai  Oxford; 
for  the  formalities  of  an  open  court  seem  to  have  been  strictly  pursued.  The  Statute 
is  found  b^  comparing  Ex.  xxii.  28,  and  Lev.  xxiv.  14—16.  It  was  revived  about 
six  centuries  after,  when  the  authorities  of  Israel,  after  the  receipt  of  private  letters 
from  the  chief  advisers  of  the  crown,  felt  an  extraordinary  impulse  of  zeal  for  the 
honour  of  God  and  their  King,  which  ended,  as  is  well  knowu,  in  the  death  of  Naboth, 
and  the  addition  of  his  vineyard  to  the  royal  garden.** — Ibid.  pp.  258,  259. 

''  We  must  beg  our  reader*s  pardon  if,  through  a  mere  slip  of  the  pen,  we  sometimes 
appear  to  assume  the  existence  of  this  non-entity.  '  A  Board  of  Six  Doctors,*  in  that 
sense  in  which  it  is  used  by  the  Yice-Chanoellor,  and  in  which  the  credulous  vnlgar 
have  been  content  to  receive  it  on  his  authority — a  Board  of  this  secret,  arbitrary,  and 
irresponsible  character  is  a  leeal  monstrosity,  out  of  the  natural  order  of  leg^  creations, 
the  ofifopring  of  ignorance  and  usurpation.  So  in  law  it  is  nothine.  But  it  is  difficult 
to  describe  it  without  appearing  to  admit  that  it  is  something,  and  has  a  place  in  this 
visible  creation.  We  are  obliged  to  fall  into  the  error  of  description  per  ee,  just  as 
Homer  did  when  he  attempted  to  describe  a  very  simiUr  monster  of  imagination,  a 
certain  unearthly,  unnatural  being,  Btiov  y4pos  odS*  Mp^mctr — the  Chimera,  n^a6« 
\4mv^  6itn$w  9t  ipdjcmp^  itiatnti  («  x'M<up«t*  The  creature  was  something  bold  and 
minacious  in  front,  upresred  and  /uurp^  iSijS^s,  portending  tlie  awful  attributes  of 
power,  authority,  vengeance,  and  rebuke ;  behind  it  was  lengthy,  dragly,  crawling, 
insinuating,  elusive,  broken  into  joints,  slimy,  and  venomous ;  the  connection  between 
the  hind  and  front,  and  the  substance  of  the  whole  animal,  was  a  something  hazy, 
abortional,  chaotic,  indescribable,  and  scarcely  within  the  ken  of  human  Tision,— 
Chimera  proper,  the  '  Board  of  Six  Doctors.*  **— Ibid.  pp.  255,256. 

** Spuming  the  Succession  of  a  hundred  Saints,  shall  we  quail  before  the 

anathema  of  the  President  of  St  John*s  ? — content  to  stake  all — ^peace,  unity,  and 
love — ^rather  than  rank  a  Pope  above  a  free  general  Council  of  Christendom,  shall  we, 
above  Pope,  and  Curia,  and  Conclave, — above  Emperor,  Prince,  and  Pariiament, — 
above  Council,  Diet,  and  Synod,^ — above  Articles,  Confessions,  and  Creeds, — enthrone 
in  solitary  Majesty  Dr.  Philip  Wyntkr  ? — a  judge  who  elects  his  own  jury, — who 
gags  his  victim  without  reading  an  indictment, — who  condemns  upon  no  law,  and  who 
leaves  for  execution  before  passing  sentence.  The  only  wonder  is,  that  such  an 
irreponsible  despot  as  this  theological  autocrat,  seated  on  the  S^-aga  of  his  own 


5  See  note  0,  p.  407,  nrj»ra.— Ed. 
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nnapproachablenefls,  has  not  been  already  brained  hy  Chaelottb  Euzabbth^s  fan ; 
for  we  cannot  believe  that  so  *  gentlemanly  a  man*  as  the  elegant  President  is  reserved 
for  a  severer  fate,  or  for  a  sterner  champion  of  the  right  of  private  judgment.**— 
EnglUh  Churchman^  No.  29,  p.  456. 

"  So  long  as  the  voice  of  the  Church  is  unheard, — so  long  as  the  true  trumpet  givea 
forth  an  uncertain  sound,  or  no  sound  at  all,  we  are  compelled  to  listen  to  tia  penny 
whistles,  selected  and  tuned  by  one  MdUre-de-Ballet — ^the  Seetetto  of  Doctors  must 
be  heard  and  obliged,  while  Convocation  or  a  Synod  are  per  force  silent.** — Ibid. 


IV.  THE  "SOUND  MAN**  AND  THE  RANTER. 

^*  '  Who  ma^  that  ^ntleman  be  ?*  asked  an  old  man,  '  who  came  here  with  Master 
Reginald,  and  is  so  mighty  in  the  Scriptures  ?* 

**  *  What  !*  exclaimed  several  voices, '  not  know  Dr.  Hookwbll  of  Leeds  ;  didnH 
we  go,  a  pretty  company  of  us,  to  hear  him  in  the  old  church  ?* 

" '  Oh,  God  bless  him  !  is  that  the  great  man  ?*  said  the  old  peasant  .  .  .  <  Oh, 
he  is  a  good  man!*  cried  a  prim-looking  matron  of  the  party,  'although  ffiese  Dis^ 
sentinfffilks  speak  errtel  teords  against  him.* 

*"  Oh !  ihey^U  slander  their  own  mother^s  son,*  returned  the  old  man  :  '  no  heed 
should  be  given  to  the  tongue  of  them.*    .... 

''  *  Does  simr  James  go  a-preacbing  now  ?*  asked  Dick  Holmes,  .  .  .  alluding 
to  a  gaunt  hollow-faced  man,  who  wandered  over  the  country  amUhematizing  all  who 
would  not  believe  as  he  beheved. 

"  <  Seum  of  hell  /*  cried  Will  Butler,  '  /  hope  hanging  toUl  be  the  end  qf  his  history, 
and  all  other  such  smooth  rogues  ;  the  off-soowrings  ^the  swineU  bucket  are  too  damtff 
for  him,' 

"  He  vras  bom  a  vagabond,*  said  the  old  man  :'  '  his  father  was  as  bie  a  thief  as  his 
mother  was  bad ;  .  .  .  and  now  isn*t  he  a  pretty  one  to  preach  to  nis  betters  P — 
I^re  seen  him  pray  till  he  cried,  and  preach  till  he  foamed, — aye,  till  the  Mrt 
on  his  back  was  in  a  muck  of  a  sweat,''    .... 

''  *  Well,  let  us  have  done  with  him.*  .  .  .  '  Aye,  turn  from  the  l>evil  to  fair 
angels,*  said  the  old  man.     '  How  beautiful  the  ladies  firom  the  Hall  looked  to-day,— 

there's  real  Gospel  there,  and  no  talk  about  it And  that  worthy  reverend 

Dr.  Hook  well,  I  love  to  bear  his  words    ....    if  my  old  limbs  can  bear  me  to 
Lbbds,  feather  me  if  I  don*t  go  there  soon !  * 

*' '  So  will  we  !*  cried  several  voices ;  '  not  that  we  run  after  fine  preachers  like,  but 
still  we  like  to  hear  a  sound  man.'  **— Dr.  Hookwbll  ;  or.  The  Angh-Catholic  Family fi 
vol  i.  pp.  7A,  &c 


V.  THE  «  CATHOLIC  PRIEST.* 

**  The  Incumbent  of  a  Parish,  which  is  badly  circumstaoeed,  because  in  the  Patron- 
age of  the  Parishioners,  is  anxious  to  obtain  a  Curacy  with  a  Sound  Principled  Rector, 
who  knows  himself  to  be  a  Ca^olic  Priest,  and  will  neither  yield  up  nor  compromise 
the  Title  v-~if  resident,  so  much  the  better.  The  Advertiser  wishes  for  a  reaUy  eligible 
Curacy,  with  such  a  Rector  as  he  has  mentioned,  and  accompanied  with  other  circum- 
stances of  equal  importance,  which  are  reserved  for  private  communications.  Letters 
to  be  addressed  to  *  M.  R.,*  care  of  The  Editor  of  the  Church  JnteUigeneer,  Aldine 
Chambers,  Paternoster  Row. 

'*  N.B.  The  Advertiser  eatmot  follow  the  example,  which  unhappily  but  too  many 
Advertisements  afford  : — he  will  not  extol  his  own  piety,  nor  will  he  thank  any  one 


e  It  sppesn,  fram  a  notice  of  the  pablicatioQ  of  certain  "  Monthlf  Tracts/or  EngUshmen,**  in 
the  cohmxifl  of  a  Tractarian  Journal,  that  the  "  Autmob  op  *  Da.  Uookwxll'"  is  a  "  Moderate 
Angio^ Catholic  Divine,"  whoM  writinc;a  are  asMciated  with  thoM  of  Mr,  Dedsuwrtk;  JJr, 
Putejf  ;  Dr.  Hook;  and  Mr.  Nemnan,  tor  the  porpoee  of  aoqnainting  the  (public  mind  with 
the  JBtfangelical  earnestness  and  Spiritual  Truths  of  Anglo-CothoUeism,*'  "  The  Yoioe  of  the 
Church"  U  a  "  Tract'*  from  the  same  pen.— Ed. 
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else  for  doing  it ;  and  as  he  is  not  soliciting  the  plaoe  of  Bellman  or  Town  Crier,  he 
considers  it  unnecessaiy  to  allude  to  his  i*9wer  of  Voice.  No  one  need  take  or  girt 
the  trouble  of  replyinff  to  this  Advertisement  who  does  not  hate  the  '  Record,*  and  all 
proud,  self-righteous,  hypocritical,  gloomy,  nasal,  snufBing  Reoordiwm,— like  Poison."* 
— CAurcsft  ItUeiUgencer, 


*^  See  what  a  complete  pattern  of  meeknen  and  resignation  some  of  the  persecated 
and  slandered  AngUhCathoHc$  have  set  to  the  worki'M— 2>r.  Hoohveil^  toL  L, 
p.  266. 

See  also  Appendices  O  and  I. 
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APPENDIX    G. 


TRACTARIAN  REVERENCE  FOR  EPISCOPACY. 


"  He  that  despiaeth  the  Bidiope,  despiteth  the  Apostlea.  It  is  our  datj  to  roTerenoe  them  for 
their  oiBce  Mk».**—TracUfor  the  Ttmes,  No.  10,  p.  4. 

*'  By  nooe  is  a  profeeiad  renefation  f&e  the  Episcopal  office  carried  to  a  more  extraTarmt 
height  than  bv  some  who  .  .  .  set  at  nooght,  with  tae  gprealest  contumely,  every  Bishop  who 
ventures  to  disagpree  with  them."~AaoiiBi8BoF  Whately's  Kingdom  9/  Christ,  Essay  II. 
aect.43. 

"  Like  Sampson  shorn  of  his  seven  locks,  a  Bishop,  if  opposinff  Tractaxlanism,  becomes  weak 
like  any  other  mB3:k.*'~-VABUi*s  Provincial  Letters,  toI.  iL,  p.  334. 


I.  EXTRACTS  FROM  THE  "ENGLISH  CHURCHMAN." 

"  So  low  were  popular  notions  about  anv  role  in  the  Churchy  that  it  was,  perhapsi 
needfol,  some  ten  years  ago,  for  the  writers  in  the  Oxford  Tracts  to  maenify  the 
Episcopal  order  alone ;  and  ihey  consequently  indulged  in  many  somewhat  rnetorical 

amplifications  of  its  dignity There  does  not  seem  on  any  side  too  much 

disposition  at  present  to  undervalue  the  Episcopate.    .... 

'*  It  behoves  us  ...  to  consider  whether  some  among  us  may  not  have  been 
unlaithfal  both  to  our  duties  and  to  our  knowledge  of  Scripture  and  Antiquity,  by 
aggrandizing  the  Episcopate  in  the  tacit  depression  of  the  Presbyterate.    •    •    . 

*'  Did  the  Vatican  itself  ever  exhibit  a  more  fagrarU  tampering  icUh  the  received 
doctrines  of  the  Church  of  England  than  the  Bishop  of  Chxstbr^s  late  Charge  P  No 
decretals  that  Rome  ever  saw,  surpassed  the  quiet,  matter-of-course  wav  in  which  a 
angle  Bishop  took  upon  himself  to  rule  what  was  heresy,  and  what  alone  was  the 
doctrine  of  the  Church.  And  so  it  is:  for  pure  dogmatism,  for  the  uncontrolled 
ipse  (Hgit,  for  the  stiffest  and  most  inflexible  decisions,  Protestant  Popery  is  the  most 
Ronianizing  religious  system  which  the  Church  ever  saw :  we  are  using  either  ad- 
jective uk  an  offensive  aenae.^^'^English  Churchman,  No.  56,  pp.  66, 57. 

**  According  to  the  very  proper  understanding  at  which  we  all  seem,  for  various 
Kasons,  to  have  arrived,  we  should  not  have  thought  it  right  to  say  much  of  this  or 
any  other  Episcopal  Chitfge.    .    . 

*^  The  time  seems  to  have  comeyor  oomplaming  qf  tMe  mode  ofharasting  the  Church 
by  publishing  these  little  addresses. 

'*  Mr.  Newman,  with  much  reverence,  once  said,  that '  a  Bishop^B  lightest  word  was 
heavy :«  gome  of  the  Bishops  seem  to  be  anxious  to  shew  that  their  words  are  not 
uways  to  be  looked  at  under  this  air  of  authority  ;  or  being  heavy,  they  are  not  deaiKous 
that  theirweight  should  be  lost    .    .    . 

"  The  present  Charge  has  no  pretensions  to  novelty :  down  to  the  very  phraseology, 
^ery  word  of  it  has  occurred  in  the  recondite  pages  of  the  Christian  Observer,  and  the 
G^tfncAa9u/5tete(7ajrtf//0,  and  such  high  authorities.    .    .    . 

In  a  word,  though  ^  small  Latin  and  less  Greek,*  and  vei^  doubtful  English,  do  not 

^^fBsarily  destroy  lUl  usefulness  in  a  Priest,  or  even  in  a  Bishop,  they  are  sore  draw- 

■^*^  £rom  the  authority  of  those  who  voluntarily  come  for^rard  as  theologians  to 

li?*®  ^^  questions  of  divinity  and  scholarship.**— ^i^/wA  Churchman,  Wo.  55, 

pp.  43, 44.    Review  of  a  Charge  by  the  Bishop  of  Worcester. 


TRACTABIAN   RBVERKNCE   FOB  EPI8CX>PACY. 

''The  Bishop  of  Woroester^B  Argmnent  was  founded  upon  two  eqnirocal  words 
'leandid*  and '  moderation.*  It  wonld  have  been  quite  as  much  to  the  parpoeeif  In 
Lordship  had  cited, '  They  nve  no  credenoe  to  His  word/  as  an  argument  against  tbe 
toUe  of  Prothesis.*'— Ibid.  No.  56^  p.  56. 

IL   LETTER  TO  THE  EDITOR  OF  THE  MORNING  POST. 

''SiRy — Yon  hare  frequently  and  ably  contended  that  the  principles  of  Popeiyaze 
more  congenial  with  those  of  Low  Churchmen  than  with  the  principles  oif  High 
Churchmen.  As  a  further  proof  of  this  let  me  refer  you  to  the  Charge  of  the  Whig 
Bishop  of  Worcester.  In  that  Charge  he  tnoti  Mtrongfy  advooaiet  the  doetrme  i 
menial  reeervaium  in  the  taking  of  oathe.  He  plainly  telle  hie  Clergy,  that  thegen 
enfy  to  keep  their  oathe  to  far  at  it  oonvetuenl.  This  lioence,  this  latitude,  this 
menial  retervation,  Da.  Pbpys  maintains  ex  CathedrL'^  Is  not  this.  Sir,  to  bring  in 
the  very  worst  feature  of  Popery  into  our  Church  ?  Is  it  not  hiffh  time  to  have  % 
Convocation  called,  that  the  Toice  of  the  English  Clergy  may  be  raised  against  soeh  » 
DAMNABLB  hbhsst  ss  this  ? — Will  not  the  Bishop  of  London,  the  Bishop  of  Exeterj 
the  Bishop  of  Salisbury,  and  every  other  honest  Bishop,'  repudifute,  with  indignation, 
the  assertion  of  the  Bishop  of  Worcester,  that  they  are*rea<fy  to  exonerate  the  Clersj 
from  their  oaths? 

*'  Yours,  faithfully, 

"VERITAS'' 


in.    THE ''CHURCH  INTELLIGENCER.'^ 

*'We  suppose  his  Grace  would  have  considerable  difficulty  in  proving  his  Un^ 
descent  from  Adam  or  Noah ;  but  does  it  thence  follow  that  his  Grace  is  not  a  ne- 
scendant  of  either  of  those  ancient  and  respected  personages.  If  his  Grace  of  ^^ 
has  not  been  consecrated  in  the  regular  line  of  Apostolical  Succession,  we  sboold  be 
fflad  to  know  what  better  title  he  has  to  the  revenues  of  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin  tbin 
his  own  groom  or  cook!  If  ordination  in  a  regular  line  of  Apostolical  Sucoeflsion  be 
not  essenUalfy  neceuary  (sic J  then  Dr.  Unwicke,  the  Brownist,  or  any  other  Lajman 
heretic  or  schismatic,  is  quite  as  much  a  Minister  of  Christ  as  Dr.  Whately,  and  quite 
as  much  entitled  to  the  revenues  of  the  See  of  Dublin.  His  Grace  is  a  logidsn ;  «e 
shall  be  glad  to  see  him  attempt  to  defend  consistently  his  own  position  on  ius  o^ 
principles.** — C^iuroh  Intelligeneer,     Note  by  the  Editor.  . 

"  For  the  last  few  months,  as  if  there  were  not  enough  to  do  in  Ireland,  the  Editor  of 
the  /mA  Bedetiaetioal  Journal  has  employed  himself  only  in  attacking  Mr.  Kewnun 
and  Dr.  Pusey.  Do  his  friends  in  Irelimd  require  Mm  to  do  this.'  Or  is  it  that  since) 
as  the  able  writer  in  The  Timet  calls  them,  •  Lady  Da  Grxys  wild  Ibishiikn'  ht.re 
been  promoted  to  the  Bench,  the  wind  sits  pMo^  in  another  quarter  thsn  it  did.'*— 
The  Church  Intelligenoer,    Letter  from  an  Angh'Oalholic 


IV.    •'THE  BRITISH  CRITIC." 

'<  Compare,  for  instance.  Dr.  Wbatxlt's  heretiet  with  those  of  ihe  innevaten  ^ 
the  sixteenth  century  ;  with  Luther,  for  instance,  the  most  powerful  and  persoasi^  ^ 
them  93V'.^^ritith  CrUie,  April,  1842.    p.  302. 


V.  MR.  NEWMAN  AND  THE  BISHOPRIC  OF  JERUSALEJi 
•*May  that  Miasurb  uttrrly  fail  and  oomr  to  nought,  and  bi  as  thocgh 
IT  HAD  NBVBR  BRBN I  *'_Newman'8  Sermont  on  SiOjeolt  of  the  Day,  p.  37». 

The  following  observations  on  Mr.  Newman*s  Malediction,  as  illustnti^^  of  ^I^"^' 


»  TherMder  may  form  his  own  opinion  of  this  barefaced  and  wicked  Mwjrdon.  by  referriog  » 
c  «  \!  ^^^iSJ^"^  5y  «f«r*«^  ^  ^"^  »•  P-  •^^^  **Vra,  that  the  BishVps  of  ^C^»' fSJ,' 
»  This  Jounal  has  since  assumed  the  ttde  of  "  Tke  Churehmmn*t  New^aper:*-^^- 
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Arian  Reverence  and  Humility^  are  taken  from  a  review  of  that  gentleman's  last  volume 
of  Sermons,  in  the  IrUh  EoeletiasHcal  JoumtU  for  January,  1844. 

**  Surely  if  Mr.  Newman  can  thus  speak  of  a  measure  which  (it  is  a  matter  of  uni- 
versal notoriety)  had  at  every  step  the  express  sanction  and  concurrence  of  some  of 
the  highest  authorities  in  the  Church,^  he  must  compel  serious  and  thoughtful  persons 
to  askZLof  what  real  practical  value  are  those  principles  of  submission  to  authority,  and 
reverence  for  the  successors  of  the  Apostles,  which  Mr.  Newman  and  his  friends  have 
80  long  talked  about  ?  In  truth,  it  seems  hard  to  conceive  how  language  more  disre- 
spectful to  the  highest  powers  in  our  Church  could  have  been  written  and  printed  by 
tne  wildest  fanatic  or  the  bitterest  Dissenter.  But  coming  from  tiie  leader  of  those 
who  have  said  so  much  of  the  meekness  and  humility  of  presbyters,  so  solemn  an  im- 
precation of  the  Divine  interference,  to  bring  to  nought  a  work  whidi  has  had  such  a 
sanction,  is  one  of  the  most  extraordinary  conmients  on  Mr.  Newman^s  theory  of 
Church  principles  which  it  could  possibly  have  received.  Of  course,  the  personal 
virtues  of  Bishop  Alexander  are  no  way  concerned  here  ;  but  it  is  impossible  for  any 
ri^ht-minded  person  to  read  the  account  of  his  proceedings,  and  the  journals  of  his 
mission,  without  a  feeline  of  thankful  trust,  that  such  prayers  as  these  are  but  little 
likely  to  impede  the  work  in  which  he  is  engaged." 


VI.  FROUDE^  REMAINS. 

^  Jbwxl  was  what  you  would  call  in  these  days,  an  irrevereni  DiuerUer^^-^yoL  L 
p.  379. 

"  I  am  shocked  to  see  Jirbmt  Taylor  so  A«rv/Ma/.**_p.  322. 

'*  I  really  do  feel  sceptical  whether  Latimxr  was  not  tomeihmg  %n  Ike  Btdieel  OneJ** 
-p.  262. 

**  Certainly  we  oannoi  trtut  the  Bishops  for  Patrons  ;  for  however  good  the  present 
may  be,  the  next  may  be  a !** — ^p.  406. 

'^  Nothing  yet  is  so  punful  as  the  defection  of  the  Heads  of  the  Church.  I  hear  that 
the  Bishop  of  Ferns  is  dying ;  spes  tdHmttJ*'^ — p.  250. 

**  Some  months  aeo,  hefore  I  had  repented  of  my  radicalisin,  I  was  devising  a  scheme 
for  you,  which  was  knocked  on  the  head  by  my  finding  from  the  British  Magtutine  that 

you  were  ordained  by  the  Bishq)  of .     For  my  part,  I  had  rather  have  had 

my  orders  from  a  Scotch  Bishop,  and  I  thought  of  sugmtine  the  same  to  vou.  The 
stream  is  purer  ;  and  besides,  it  would  have  left  me  ne»  from  some  emoarrassine 
engagements.**  ["  Such  as  the  necessity  of  holding  by  the  Union  of  Church  and 
State,  of  contenting  himself  with  the  English  Liturgic»tl  Service,  &c"  Note  by  Messrs. 
Keble  and  Newman. ]_pp.  386, 386. 


VII.    FURTHER  ILLUSTRATIONS  OF  TRAGTARIAN  REVERENCE 
FOR  EPISCOPACY. 

^  I.  The  publication  of  several  successive  editions  of  Tract  90,  and  the  unanimous 
vindication  of  its  principles  by  the  leading  members  of  the  party,  afier  its  oondemnar 
UoD  by  episcopal  authority.     Vide  supra,  p.  103,  note. 

2.  The  continued  ''  publication"  and  defence  '*  of  Manuals  of  private  devotion  ex- 
tncted  from  the  Breviary  and  similar  sources,**  in  spite  of  the  admonition  of  the 
Bishop  of  Oxford.     Vide  supra,  p.  630. 

3.  The  insinuation  that  the  Bishops  have  been  instrumental  in  cauring  the  recent 
secessions  from  Tractarianism  to  Popery.     Vide  Appendix  H,  infra. 

See  also  tiie  imputation  of  ignorance  cast  by  Mr.  Ward  upon  '*  persons  in  high 
station,**  note,  p.  173,  nipra; — Mr.  Pbrcbval*^  Letter  to  the  Bishop  of  Cbbstxr, 
notes,  pp.  41  and  298 ;  and  the  treatment  experienced  by  the  Bishop  of  Glovcxbtsr, 
notes,  pp.  6,  427,  and  472. 


^  See  •«  Statement  of  Prooeedinge  relatiye  to  the  esUblUhment  of  a  Bishopric  of  the  United 
Chnrph  of  England  and  Ireland  in  Jemsaleni.    Publiahed  by  authority."    1841.— Bd. 
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APPENDIX   H. 


LIST  OF  CONVERTS  FROM  TRACTARIANISM  TO  POPERY. 


"  But  nothing  excited  ao  nadi  alarm  as  the  perpetual  OoaTeivions  to  their  fAith.    Theee  had 
not  been  qaite  nnoMial  in  any  age  since  the  Renrmation,  Oiongh  the  balance  had  been  Tery  i 


inclined  to  the  opponte  aide.  They  became,  howerer,  nnder  OharleB,  the  news  of  ertry  day ; 
Protestant  deigymen,  in  sereral  instances,  but  espedally  women  of  rank,  becoming  proselytes  to 
a  religion  so  sednctire  to  Uie  timid  reason  and  susceptible  imaginauon  of  that  sex.    ...    A 


change  had  for  some  yean  been  wrought  in  "  the  "  tenets  of  the  Church  of  England,  and  itill 
more  in  its  sentiments,  which,  while  it  brought  the  whole  body  into  a  sort  of  apprroiinatian  m 
Rome,  made  many  indiriduals  shoot  as  it  were  from  their  own  sphere,  on  coming  within  the 
stronger  attraction  of  another."— J7aM«n*#  CpnstiitUionai  HUttr^  of  England,  toI.  i.  chap.  8. 


1.  —  BiDBN,  Esit. 

2.  An  Undbroraduati  at  Oxford,  Son  of  the  Rector  of  the  Parish  in  wliieh  Mr. 

Biden  lived.* 

3.  Thb  Rbv.  B.  Waldo  Sibthorpb,^  M.A.,  FeUow  of  Magdalene  College,  Oxford. 

4.  Thb  Rbv.  Bbrnard  SvrrH,  M.A.,  Fellow  of  Magdalene  College,  Oxford. 
6.  Johnson  Grant,  Esq.,  Commoner  of  St.  JohnVi  College,  Oxford. 

6.  Edward  Douglas,  Esq.,  B.A.,  Gentleman  Conmioner  of  Christ  Chnreh,  Oxford. 
7*  Pbtbr  lb  Paob  Rbnouf,  Esq.,  Scholar  of  Pembroke  College,  Oxford. 

8.  Thb  Rby.  Danibl  Parsons,  M.A.,  Oriel  College,  Oxford. 

9.  Thb  Rbv.  Charlbs  Sbagbr,  M.  A.,  late  Scholar  of  Worcester  College,  Oxford. 

10.  Thb  Rbv.  Gborob  Talbut,  M.A.,  St.  Mary  Hall,  Oxford. 

11.  WiLLUM  LocKHART,  EsQ.,  Commoner  of  Exeter  College,  Oxford. 

12.  Thomas  Harpxr  Kino,  Esq.,  Commoner  of  Exeter  CoTl^,  Oxford. 
IS.  ScuTT  Murray,  Esq.,  M.P.,  B.A.,  Christ  Church,  Oxford. 

14.  Gborgb  Tickbll,  Esq.,  S.C.L.,  late  Stowell  Fellow  of  University  College,  Oxford. 

15.  Thb  Rbv.  William  Pbnny,  M.A.,  Student  of  Christ  Church,  Oxford. 

16.  Thomas  Mbyrick,  Esq.,  M.A.,  Scholar  of  Corpus  Christi  College,  Oxford, 

17.  Thb  Rbv.  F.  D.  Wackbrbarth,  A.B.,  of  Queen's  College,  Cambridge. 

18.  Thb  Bbv.  T.  Jonbs  Burton,  M.A.,  of    ■  College,  Cambridge. 

19.  Mr.  Gooch,  a  Bookseller  at  Oxford. 

20.  A  Boy  at  Shrewsbuiy  School. 

21.  Miss  Elliott. 

22.  Miss  Young. 

23.  Miss  —  Youno. 

24.  Miss  Russbll. 
26.  Mrss  Gladstonb. 
26.  Mrs.  Sbagbr. 

The  following  attempts  to  throw  the  blame  of  these  melancholy  seoeasiona  upon  the 
Biahopa  of  our  Choroh,  afford  additional  examples  of  Tractarian  Heverenoe  for  Epit- 
oopacy. 

*'  We  believe  that  it  will  be  found  that  most  of  those  few  who  have  apostatized  to 
Rome,  of  late  years,  were  living  in  JHocetet,  where  had  they  asked  for  Bready  Aey  would 
have  'received  a  »Ume!^^''^Englith  Churchman^  No.  36,  p.  670. 


a  The  hiatory  of  ihia  gentleuan'a  eonvenion  waa  pnUiahed  in  a  letter  to  the  Editor  of  the 
TabUt,  dated  "  Bnueo,  Feb.  1 ,  l849."~Eo. 

3  Mr.  Sibtborpb  has,  happily,  returned  to  the  Church  of  Enrland.  The  fbDowinf^  lamenUtion 
upon  hia  recoyery  appeared  In  the  Tablet  of  Oct  SI,  1843.  "Thia  is  a  melancholy  tennination 
to  hopea  Uiat  were  onoe  so  bright  A  amall— but  yet,  all  things  taken  into  account,  a  oou8iderab)« 
number  of  conyerta  have  joined  ua  from  Oxford;  but  of  all  of  them  Mr.  Sibthoepx  exdted  the 

moat  general  and  the  highest  expectationa And  thua  has  become  extinguished  the 

T^M*^'*^**^**/"^yiamhas  j«f  brought  ua.  ....  We  most  earnestly  hope  that  we 
shall  hear  the  wonderful  accessions  of  strength,  that  are  to  be  made,  lesa  loudly  uumpeted."— Ep  . 
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**  It  is  not  for  ounelres  at  all  that  I  write  ;  it  is  for  our  Choreh,  lest  she  hereafter 
lose  some  of  the  flower  of  her  bods  ;  it  is  for  them  lest  they  be  lost  to  the  office  which 
God  had  assigned  them,  and  be  betrayed  into  what  would  be  undutifulness  and  sin. 
Unless  our  Bishops  know  the  extent  and  character  of  our  dangers,  they  cannot  know 
how  to  guard  agamst  them ;  the  very  remedies  they  adopt  may  aggravate  the  disease, 
which  they  know  not  of.  They  may  be  applying  stirmUanU,  when  they  would,  if  they 
knew  it,  use  lenitives.  And  this  I  regret  to  aay  hoe  been  the  retult  of  the  late  Chargee  qf 
tome  of  our  Bishope,  It  may  seem,  at  first  ught,  undutiful,  that  the  censures  of 
Bishops  should  harau  and  cause  impatience,  and  rather  tend  to  untettie  peraont  in  the 

CTiurA,  than  convince  and  correct It  is  of  course  a  sad  state  of  things 

in  anv  Church,  that  they  who  should  be  overseers  should  need  remonstrance  from  those 
in  interior  office.     .....     Yet  it  cannot  be  denied  that  to  those  unacquainted 

with  the  way  in  which  that  system*'  ('< opposed  to   Catholic  truth'*)  ''is  held  in 
our  Church,  some  of  the  Charges  did,  at  first  sight,  seem  to  involve  a  denial  of  Catholic 
Truth.    There  is  certainly  in  them  a  very  inadequate  statement  of  that  Truth,  and  mueh 
whichy  to  those  not  habituated  to  the  mode  qf  thought  in  the  School  in  question,  unmld 
seem  a  contradiction  of  it.'*'* — Fvsky^s  Letter  tothe  Archbishop  qf  Canterbury,  pp.  38    40. 
See  also  a  passage,  to  the  same  effect,  from  Dr.  Pusbt's  Letter,  quoted  in 
note  3,  p.  145,  stiprcu 
**  Such  conversions  to  the  Church  of  Rome  as  have  occurred  among  us  are,  for  the 
most  part,  subsequent  to  March,  1841  ;  from  which  date  our  Church  htu,  in  various 
ways,  and  through  various  of  her  organs,  tdken  a  side,  and  that  the  Protestant  side,  in  a 
number  qf  questions  qfthe  dag.    The  authorities  who  were  j>artie8  to  the  Condemnation 
of  No.  90  of  the  "  Traets  for  the  Times,"  by  that  interposition,  released  the  author,  in 
his  own  feelings,  of  the  main  weight  of  a  great  responsibility;  ihe  responsibility,  wluch 
up  to  that  time  attached  to  him,  of  inculcating  r«/t^'ot<«  views  trAtc^,  however  primitive, 
however  necessary  for  our  Church,  however  sanctioned  by  her  virtues,  tended,  without 
a  strong  safeguard,  towards  the  theology  of  Home.    Till  then,  whatever  happened  amiss 
in  the  spread  of  Catholic  doctrine,  might  be  supposed  to  fiow  as  a  direct  result  from 
that  one  csuse  which  alone  seemed  in  operation,  the  advocacy  of  patristical  theology ; 
and  of  its  advocates  the  remedy  and  correction  of  all  irregularities  in  the  direction  of 
Rome  mi^ht  fairly  be  demanded.    But  the  state  of  the  ease  has  changed,  when  persons 
in  station  interfered  with  the  work,  and  took  the  matter  into  their  own  hands.     In  saying 
this,  the  author  has  no  wish  at  all  to  rid  himself  of  such  responsibility  as  really  belongs 
to  bim.     That  there  are  portions  qf  what  he  has  written  whidi  have  become  the  disposing 
cause  of  certain  tendencies  to  Borne,  now  existing,  he  does  not  deny  ;  but  theological  prin- 
ciples and  views  have  little  influence  on  the  mind  holding  them,  without  the  stimulus 
of  external  circumstances.   Many  a  man  might  have  held  an  abstract  theory  about  the 
Catholic  Church  to  which  it  was  difficult  to  adjust  our  own,  might  have  admitted  a 
suspicion,  or  even  painful  doubts,  about  the  latter,  yet  never  have  been  impelled  on- 
^wls,  had  our  riders  preserved  the  quiescence  of  former  years;  but  it  is  the  corroboration 
of  a  present  living  and  energetic  heterodoxy,  which  realizes  and  makes  them  practical; 
it  has  been  the  recent  speeches  and  acts  qf  authorities,  who  had  so  long  been  tolerant  qf 
Protestant  error,  which  have  given  to  inquiry  and  to  theory  its  force  and  its  edge.     Such 
toleration  of  Catholic  doctrine  may  have  been  impossible  or  wrong ;  that  is  another 
question,  with  wluch  private  persons  have  no  right  to  interfere  ;  still  it  may  be  a  fact, 
that  the  want  qf  it  has  been  the  cause  qf  recent  secessions»^.N kwmak'^s  Sermoti  on  Subject* 
<^  the  Day,  p^.  28^-^86. 
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APPENDIX    I. 


CONTROVERSIAL  TACTICS  OF  THE  TRACTARIANS. 


*"  Eflbrti  bare  not  been  wttndiig  ...  by  garbled  and  dlnngenuoiu  qnotatiotM  ...  to 
make  the  unwary  and  anlearned  believe  tbat  all  tbe  weigbt  of  authority  is  on  the  aiie  of  thow 
who  maintain  tbeae  error*,  while  a  death-like  nlenoeispreoenredon  tbe  unanswerable  refutatioiu 
which  have  appeared  from  many  learned  writen."— Charge  of  the  BUhop  oJHer^vrd.  184t. 


I.  SPECIMENS  OP   THE  STYLE   IN  WHICH  THE  TBfllCTARIANS  HAVE 
AFFECTED  TO  DISPOSE  OF  THE  ARGUMENTS  OF  THEIR  OPPONENTS. 

Dr.  Faubsbtt. 

"  Tbe  attack  upon  the  TrocU  for  the  Times,  begun  by  Da,  FAtnsBTT,  Hai^garrt 
ProfeaBOFy  and  continned  by  the  Sun  and  Standard  Newspapers,  seems  gently 
drawiDg  to  its  end.  It  has  travelled  eastward.  The  oontroversy  is  at  present  in  the 
hands  of  Sir  Pbtxr  Laurie,  who  has  addressed  a  Letter  to  Mr.  Catur  on  the  subject 
of  *  Puseyism.*  ^*^BrUuh  Critic^  No.  53.    Notices  of  Books. 

Archbishop  Whatbly. 
See  p.  173,  and  note  6,  p.  174^  tupra. 

Bishop  0*Brun. 

**  We  must  own  to  great  disappointment  in  the  Charge  of  the  Lord  Bishop  or 
OssoRY.  Whatever  side  his  Lordship  might  have  taken  in  the  controversies  of  the 
day,we  looked  from  a  theologian  like  him,  for  information  less  accessible  to  all  than  the 
contents  of  the  British  Critic  or  the  Tracts  for  the  Times  ;  and  for  something  like  a 
positive  oounterview  to  that  taken  by  writers  whom  he  might  oppose.  We  have  not, 
however,  found  such  in  the  Charge,  though  the  notes  promise  something  like  it.*'— 
Christian  Remembrancer ^  Sept,  1843. 

Bishop  M^lvainb. 

"  We  will  notice,  hy  the  wayy  that  Bishop  M'Ilvainr's  work  on  *  Oj^ord  Divimlifi^ 
has  raised  up  a  very  sufficient  antagonist  in  the  person  of  Mr.  Vanbruoh  hmsosross, 
of  New  Yoric,  whose  <  Remarks  on  the  Oj^ard  Theology^''  chiefly  in  connection  with  the 
Doctrine  of  Justification  by  Faith,  appear  very  much  to  the  purpose.** — British  Critic, 
No.  60.     Notices  of  Books. 

The  following  advertisement,  which  appeared  not  long  after  the  above  notice,  will 
enable  the  reader  more  fully  to  appreciate  the  merits  of  Mr.  Vanbruoh  Livingstonb 
as  an  antagonist  of  Bishop  M'Ilvainr. 

'<  Just  received  from  New  York,  price  3s.  6d.,-^»  Inquiry  into  the  Merits  af  ^ 
Reformed  Doctrine  of  *  Inyiutaiion,'*  as  contrasted  with  those  of  '  Catholic  Imputar 
tion  :*  or  the  cardinal  point  of  Controversy  between  the  Church  of  Rome  and  the 
Protestant  High  Church ;  together  with  MisceUaneous  Essays  on  the  Catholic  Faith. 
Bv  Vanbruoh  Livinotsonx,  Esq.,  recently  a  Mender  qf  the  Protestant  Epiteop» 
Church.  With  an  Introduction,  by  the  Right  Rbv.  John  Huohis,  D.D.,  Buhop  w 
New  York..— C.  Dohnan,  61,  Bond-street,  London.** 


TREATMENT   OF    OPPONENTS. 


Dr.  Shuttlbworth. 
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**  Dr.  Suuttlrworth  has  taken  the  opposite  side,  in  a  little  work  (Rivingtons)  . 
either  on  *  Not  TradUiorty  but  Scripture,''  or  on  *  Not  Tradition,  Imt  Revelation,*  we  are 
not  certain  which ;  for  the  title-page  promises  the  one  and  the  body  of  the  work  under- 
takes the  other.  The  Advertiflements  have  given  both.  This,  we  consider,  will 
perplex  editors  some  centuries  hence.  We  hope  we  are  not  uncandid  to  Dr.  Shuttlb- 
worth, when  we  say  that  this  ambiguity  at  starting  is  no  unfair  symbol  of  the  whole 
production.'*— ^HluA  CW/ic,  No.  48.     I^otices  of  S^ks. 

Mr.  Goods. 

See  notice  of  Mr.  Ward's  Review  of  TTie  Divine  Rule  of  Faith  and  PfaeHee^  note  4, 
p.  172,  eupra, 

Mr.  Bbnsok. 

''  Mr.  Bbnson  has  published  Discourses  upon  Tradition  and  Episcopacy,  directed 
against  persons  whom  he  calls  *  Tractarians.*  He  says,  the  English  Church  '  is  not 
only  constituted  according  to  the  Apostolical  Model,  but  it  has  enjoyed  that  blessing 
by  an  unbroken  Sucoesdon  from  the  earliest  times,*  and  that  Ministers  in  Episcopal 
Churches*  are  by  external  call  'clearly  to  be  reckoned  among  the  legitimate  sue- 
oessors  of  the  Apostles  in  their  Ministerial  office.*  Had  Mr.  Bbnson  said  this  six 
years  ago,  when  tnere  was  more  call  for  it  than  at  present,  probably  he  would  not  be 
writing  against '  Tractarians '  now.  ^^Bri  tish  Critic,  No.  62.     Notices  of  Bookfi. 

Mr.  Townsbnd. 

''Mr.  Townsbnd,  the  Master  (we  believe  is  his  title)  of  the  Peculiar  of  Allerton, 
has  publifihed  a  Charge,  which,  were  we  his  enemies,  we  should  delight  in  seeing  run 
to  the  '  fifth  thousand.*  It  is  written  against  CsicJ  speaking  with  Reserve  to  the 
world  at  large  on  the  more  sacred  subject  of  religion !  The  style  is  as  extraordinary 
as  the  matter.  In  any  one  else  it  would  be  pompous.  It  is  not  so  in  Mr.  Townsbnd. 
It  is  his  own  style.** — British  Critic,  No.  48.     Notices  of  Books. 

Mr.  Btanlby  Fabbr. 

"With  no  little  surprise  have  we  looked  into  the  Rby.  6.  Stanlbv  Fabbr*8 
Provincial  Letters  ;  which  profess  to  'exhibit  the  nature  and  tendency  of  the  principles 
put  forth  by  tiie  several  writers  of  the  Tracts  Jortfie  Times,  and  their  various  allies  and 
associates.**  ..."  Perhaps  we  should  not  be  too  severe  on  a  writer  who  has  begun 
to  plead  the  infirmities  of  age.**_C^m/tan  Remembrancer,  August,  1842. 

Mr.  Garbbtt. 

"  There  is  a  funny  fatality  about  Mr.  Garbbtt.  He  is  always  scribbliDg — chat- 
tering, as  it  were,  and  mutteiing  to  himself  in  print — writing  all  manner  of  nonsense 
that  comes  into  his  head ;  '  warmly,  because  he  feels  deeply,  and  unmethodically, 
because  he  writes  hastily,*  to  use  his  own  adverbial  confession  ;  or,  as  others  uiy, 
ramblingly,  because  he  thinks  confusedly—and  spitefully,  because  he  is  the  persecuting 
party.**— J^Ti^/wA  Churchman,  No.  109.    Reviews  and  Notices. 

Mr.  Closb. 

"The  last  anniversary  of  the  Gunpowder  Plot  appears  to  have  been  celebrated  at 
Cheltenham  with  unusual  idat.  Among  other  suitable  entertainments  of  the  fulmi- 
lUiting,  cracking,  or  phizzing  description,  the  enterprising  and  spirited  Minister  of  the 
Parish  Church,  ever  alive  to  the  just  claims  of  innocent  recreation,  exhibited  a  sort  of 
polemical  '  Jack-in-a-box,*  or  '  Volcano,*  which  went  off  remarkably  well.  Exeter- 
Hall  itself  never  witnessed  better  flash  and  bang.  Some  over^fastidious  people  may 
possibly  think  the  pulpit  of  that  sacred  and  venerable  edifice  was  not  the  most  appro- 
priate place  for  an  amusement,  of  which  some  degree  of  noise,  dirt,  and  stench  are  the 
iDBeparable  accompaniments.  But  in  Cheltenham, — ^the  resort  of  the  good  and  gay, 
^here  the  Church  and  the  World  so  harmoniously  combine,  where  luxury  smooths  the 
path  of  devotion,  and  the  votaries  of  fashion  are  enabled  to  present  their  offerings  on 
we  shrine  of  genuine  piety, — such  a  scruple,  we  are  sure,  is  misplaced. 

'The  graceful  and  gentlemanly  exhibitor  frankly  confessed  that  his  *  accumulated 
duties '  had  not  allowed  hun  to  manufacture  his  own  materials,  and  that  he  had 
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aooordinglv  aviiled  himielf  of  Mr.  Qoodb'b  abondMit  mamrineywenringy  however, 
to  himaelf  the  credit  of  the  oompositioii  and  deogn.  Theee  were,  in  eveiy  aeoee, 
worthv  of  the  Aathor'b  well-known  tMte  and  ability.  We  will  add,  that  he  has  kindlj 
funushed  a  full  and  particular  aeooont  to  the  Chelienham  Journal,  where  it  makea  a 
▼eiy  respectable  figure  by  the  aide  of  *  Courting  Meetings,'' — *  Lord  FUahar4imge*9 
Houndt;^*  Grand  ConeerU,*^'  Series  qf  Winter  BaiU,^  (one,  by  the  way,  on  the  day 
of  King  CharlealB  Biartyrdomy) — *Bamo  Samee,  the  far-lamed  Juggler,* — and  other 
equal  attractiona.  But  we  are  not  quite  sure  that  the  numerona  adTertiaementa  of 
Quack  Medicinesp  in  the  aame  columna,  will  not  be  thought  to  anrpaaa  the  *  Sermon  in 
the  Parish  Church,''  in  the  aobriety  of  tone,  reraeity  of  aaaertion,  and  modeety  of  style.** — 
BriHsh  CriiiCy  No.  66.    Notices  of  Booka. 

Mr.  Yorkr. 

<*  Mr.  Yorkx*8  *  Puteyism  <{/'  ail  Ages  briejly  analywed^  (Niabet  and  Co.,)  is  n 
diverting  little  misaile.  The  Author  is,  we  believe,  one  of  a  anuJl  guerilla  baind  that 
has  lately  been  hovering  on  the  flanks  of  the  Chriatian  Knowledge  Sodetg,  making  up, 
by  activity  and  frequency  of  attack,  what  it  wants  in  strength  and  method ;  and,  on 
pretence  of  waking  up  that  venerable  body,  pestering  it  till,  as  is  wont  to  happen 
when  people  are  not  suffered  to  enjoy  a  certain  natural  allowance  of  repoee,  it  is 
harassed  into  that  unhealthy  and  uncomfortable  mood  usually  described  as  neither 
sleep  nor  wake.** — British  cAtic,  No.  65.    Notices  of  Books. 

See  also  Appendices  F  and  G. 


II.  TRACTARIAN  EXTRACTS  AND  QUOTATIONS. 

1.  Quotations  from  Holy  Scripturr, 

'<  I  do  not  believe  that  outside  the  Tracts,  (and  the  other  publications  of  their 
Authors,)  it  would  be  easy  to  find  such  an  example  of  handling  the  Word  of  Qod — I 
will  not  say  deceitfully— but  certainly  with  the  most  irreverent  carelesaneas.  if  it 
were  a  solitary  or  a  rare  instance,  it  would  have  been  inexcusable  to  have  spent  so 
much  space  and  labour  upon  it.  But  such  instances  abound  in  theae  writings  It  is 
no  exaggeration  to  say  that  a  moderate-sized  volume  might  be  made  out,  (and  a  Tery 
useful  one  it  would  be,)  of  hardly  less  flagrant  examples,  from  the  Tracts,  and  the 
other  publications  of  the  Tractarian  SchooL  ....  I  am  sure  that  a  £ur  eon- 
sideration  even  of  this  one  instance,  on  which  I  have  dwelt  so  long,  would  do  a  great 
deal  to  secure  any  right-minded  reader  from  trusting  himself  in  the  hands  of  writers 
who,  though  putting  forward  for  themselves  almost  exclusive  cUtims  to  reverence  for 
Revelation,  and  rebuking  rather  arrogantly  the  want  of  it  in  others,  rcAlly  treat  Holy 
Scripture  with  the  most  arbitrary  violence ;  make  it  prove  and  disprove  what  they  like  ; 
and  find  in  it  what  they  want,  and  nothing  else.**— CAor^  qf  the  Bishop  op  Oaaonr 
AND  Frrns,  p.  452,  supra. 

See  also  his  Lord8hip*s  Charge,  par.  41,  note,  p.  446 ;  par.  57,  p.  455 ;  and  par.  58, 
note,  p.  456,  supra,  &.c, 

2.  Quotations  from  thr  Homilirs. 

The  following  instance  is  adduced  by  Bishop  M^Ilvainr  in  speaking  of  **  the  false 
and  injurious  comparison  between  the  spiritual  nature  of  the  Sacraments  of  the  Old  and 
New  Testaments  resulting  alike  from  Romish  and  Oxford  Divinity  :** 

'*  But  what  does  our  Church  in  her  Homiliea  aav  ?  We  adduce  the  following 
passage,  not  to  shew  the  truth,  for  it  needs  no  shewing ;  but  to  shew  ibe  miaerable 
shifts  to  which  this  system  is  driven.  The  second  part  of  the  Homily  on  Faitii,  after 
describing  the  faith  of  thoae  Fathers,  and  Martyrs,  and  other  holy  men,  whom 
St.  Paul  spoke  of  in  Hebrews  xi  says,  *  This  is  the  Christian  Faith  which  theae  holy 
men  had,  and  we  also  ought  to  have.* 

*'  <  And  although  they  were  not  named  Christian  men,  yet  was  it  a  ChriaUan  Faith 
that  they  had :  |>r  thig  looked  Jbr  all  benefiU  qf  God  the  Father,  through  the  merits  qf 
his  Son  Jesus  Christ,  as  we  now  do.  This  difference  is  between  them  and  us — thai  they 
looked  when  Christ  should  come,  and  we  be  in  the  time  when  he  is  come.  Therefore,  sadth 
Su  Augustine,  the  time  is  altered  and  changed,  but  not  the  Faith,    For  we  have  both  one 


TRACTTABIAN    BXTRACT8  AND   QUOTATIONS.  703 

Fmih,  in  one  ChrisL  The  tame  Holy  Ghost  also  that  we  have  had  they  (2  Cor.  iy.  13), 
a4xUh  St.  Paul,  For  ae  the  Holy  Ghiet  dolh  teach  tie  to  trust  in  God,  and  to  call  upon 
him  as  our  Father  ;  so  did  he  teach  them  to  say,  as  it  is  written, '  Thou,  Lord,  art  our 
F<Uher  and  Redeemer  ;  and  thy  name  is  without  beginning,  and  everlasting,^  (Isaiah 
Jxlii.  16  :)  ]  God  gave  them  then  grace  to  be  hb  children,  as  he  doth  us  now.  But 
now,  by  the  coming  of  our  Saviour  Christ,  we  have  received  more  abundantly  the 
Spirit  of  God  in  our  hearts ;  whereby  we  may  conceive  a  greater  Faith,  and  a  surer 
trust,  than  many  of  them  had.  But  in  effect  they  and  we  be  all  one :  we  have  the 
same  Faith  that  they  had  in  God,  and  they  the  same  that  we  have.* 

*'  Now  is  it  credible  that  such  a  passage  could  be  produced  by  our  Oxford  gentlemen, 
as  evidence  that  the  Church  teaches  nothing  opposed  to  their  Doctrine?  It  is  ex- 
tracted in  Tract,  No.  82«-a  tract  in  express  defence  of  Dr.  Pusey  on  Baptismal 
Re^neration  ;  and  the  remarks  succeeding  it  are  a  &ir  specimen  of  the  treatment 
which  tile  standards  of  the  Church,  as  well  as  the  Scriptures,  receive  from  those 
scholars  and  logidans.    Thus  writes  the  Tractarian  immediately  after  that  extract : — 

"  *  Though  man's  duties  were  the  same,  his  gifts  were  greater  after  Christ  came. 
Whatever  spiritual  aid  was  vouchsafed  before,  yet  qftervnrds  it  was  a  Divine  presence 
in  the  soul,  abiding^  abundant  and  efficacious.  In  a  word,  it  was  the  Holy  Ghost 
himself,  who  influenced  indeed  the  heart  before,  but  it  was  not  revealed  as  residing  in 
tA*— No.  82,  p.  xiii.  Eno.  Ed. 

^  But  the  reader  will  ask,  in  astonishment,  how  can  men  thus  write  under  pretence 
of  not  being  inconsistent  with  the  standards  of  the  Church,  when  the  Homily  sava 
expressly,  tmit  as  we  have  the  Holy  Ghost,  so  had  the  Old  Testament  Fathers?  If  he 
wiU  look  at  the  extract  from  the  Homily,  he  will  see  how  such  things  may  be  done. 
The  Tract- writer  sets  out  to  quote  the  Homilies :  he  begins  with  the  first  sentence  of 
the  extract  as  above.    Then  all  that  follows,  and  what  we  have  distinguished  by  italics, 

is  omitted ^the  very  pith  of  the  passage  ;  just  what  asserts  the  very  opposite  of  his 

Doctrine — aU  onutted.  But  does  he  sive  us  any  notice  of  an  omission  ?  So/ar  from 
U  that  the  two  sentences,  next  h^ore  ana  after  the  Italics,  are  joined  by  a  colon,  precisely 
OS  ifffiey  were  members  of  the  same  sentence,  and  not  a  word  is  said,  nor  is  a  remark 
made  to  indicate  that  a  word  cf  the  passaoe  has  been  lift  out.  Comment  upon  such 
slufts  to  hide  the  glaring  departure  of  this  wretched  coveting  of  Poperv  from  the 
Doctrines  of  that  Church  whicn  these  writers  profess  to  love,  and  to  be  consistent  with, 
is  needless.** — Oxfcfrd  Divinity  compared  with  that  qf  the  Romish  and  Anglican 
Churches,  pp.  28&-^34. 

Another  case  of  the  same  description  is  thus  noticed  by  Mr.  Golightly  in  his 
Brief  Remarks  on  No,  90,  Second  Edition, 

'*Mr.  Nbwbcan,  in  No.  90,  p.  74,  quotes  seyeral  passages  from  the  Homilies  to 
prove,  that  one  of  the  Doctrines  taught  in  them  is  *  The  Propitiatory  Virtue  of  Good 
yrvrks: 

"  *  Merciful  alms-dealing  is  profitable  to  purge  the  soul  from  infection,  and  filthy 
spotsof  sin.*— 2  book  xi.  2. 

"'  The  same  lesson  dolh  the  Holy  Ghost  teai^  in  sundry  places  of  the  Scripture, 
Buying,  mercifulness  and  ahns-dealing,  &c. — Tobit  vi.     .    .    . 

'*  'The  wise  preacher,  the  Son  of  Sirach,  oonfirmeth  the  same,  when  he  says,  that 
"  as  water  quencheth  fire,**  &c.— Ibid. 

'' '  And  therefore  that  the  Holy  Father  Cyprian  admonisheth  to  consider  how 
^holetome  and  profitable  it  is  to  relieve  the  needy,  &c,  by  the  which  we  m&y  purge  our 
nns,  and  heal  our  wounded  souls.'' — Ibid. 

'*  But  Mb.  Nbwman  has  not  quoted  the  following  explanation  of  these  passages 
which  occur  in  the  very  next  paragraph  of  the  same  Homily  :_ 

"  Bat  yet  some  will  say  to  me,  If  Alms-giving,  and  our  charitable  works  towards  the 
poor,  be  able  to  wash  away  our  sins,  to  reconcile  us  to  God,  to  deliver  us  from  the 
P^l  of  damnation,  and  make  us  the  sons  and  heirs  of  God*s  kingdom ;  then  are 
^^lvist*8  merits  defaced,  and  his  blood  shed  in  vain:  then  are  we  justifi^  by  works,  and 
by  our  deeds  may  we  merit  heaven :  then  do  we  in  vain  believe  that  Christ  died  for 
our  sins,  and  rose  again  for  our  justification,  as  St.  Paul  teacheth.  But  ye  shall  under- 
stand, dearly  belov^,  that  neither  those  places  of  the  Scripture  b^ore  alleged,  neither 
'^  doctrine  cfthe  blessed  Martyr  Cyprian,  neither  any  other  go<Uy  and  learned  man 
when  they  in  extolling  the  dignity,  profit,  fruit,  and  effect  of  virtuous  and  liberal  alms, 
00  say  that  it  washeth  away  sins,  and  bringeth  us  to  the  favour  of  God,  do  mean,  that 
our  work  and  charitable  deed  it  the  original  cause  of  our  acception  before  God,  or  that 
/or  the  dignity  or  worthiness  thereqf,  our  sins  may  be  washed  away,  and  we  purged  and 
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cleansed  of  all  the  spots  of  our  iniquity :  fob  that  wbrb  indbbd  to  depacb  CHBisr, 
AND  TO  DEFRAUD  11  iM  OF  HIS  OLORT.  Bot  they  mean  this,  and  this  is  the  undeiBtaiidii^ 
of  those  and  such  like  sayings^  that  God  of  his  mercy  and  special  faroor  towards  them, 
whom  he  hath  appointed  to  ereriasting  salvation,  hath  so  offered  bis  grace  especially, 
and  they  hare  so  received  it  fruitfully,  that,  although  by  reason  of  their  sinful  liTing 
outwardly,  they  seemed  before  to  have  been  the  children  of  wrath  and  perditioii ;  jei 
now,  the  Spirit  of  God  mightily  working  in  them,  unto  obedience  to  Godls  will  and 
commandments,  they  declare  by  their  outward  deeds  and  life  in  the  shewing  of  mercy 
and  charity,  (which  cannot  come  but  of  the  Spirit  of  God,  and  his  especial  gnuse)  ibat 

they  are  the  undoubted  children  of  Grod,  appointed  to  everlasting  life For 

as  the  good  fruit  is  not  the  cause  that  the  tree  is  good,  but  the  tree  must  first  be  gfiod 
before  it  can  bring  forth  good  fruit ;  so  the  good  deeds  of  a  man  are  not  the  cause  thai 
maketh  man  good,  but  he  is  first  made  good  by  the  Spirit  and  grace  of  God^  that 
effectually  worketh  in  him,  and  afterwards  he  bringeth  forth  good  fruits.  .... 
Almtdeeda  do  wath  away  our  ritUf  hecauae  God  dolh  vouehtttfe  then  to  rejmU  U9  cApon 
and  pure,  tohen  we  do  them  for  his  take,  and  not  because  they  deserve  or  merit  &ttr 
purging,  or  for  that  they  have  any  such  strength  and  virtue  in  themselves,*' — Brief 
Remarks,  &.c.  pp.  4 — 6. 

Several  no  less  glaring  attempts  to  reconcile  Tractarian  Doctrines  with  the  teaching 
of  our  Church  by  the  aid  of  garbled  extracts  from  the  Homxlibs,  have  been  expoeed 
by  the  Bishop  of  Ossort  in  his  Charge  of  1842.  '*  Such  unfairness,*^  observes  Ids 
lordship,  ^'  appears  hardly  to  admit  of  aggravation.  But  yet  it  must  be  felt  to  be  not 
a  little  aggravated  by  the  fact,  that  there  are  passages  in  the  Homilies, — sometimes  in 
the  very  llomily  from  which  these  quotations  are  made, — sometimes  even  in  direct 
connexion  with  the  passages  quoted, — which  plainly  testifv  that  the  Church  was  op- 
posed to  the  Romish  Doctrines  on  the  points  referred  to,  u  every  degree  and  under 
every  form,  and  not  merely  in  those  extreme  degrees  and  grosser  forms,  which,  for  ob- 
vious reasons,  it  takes  most  puns  to  present  in  full  detail.*'«.Par.  139,  p.  86,  supra. 

See  especially  his  Lordship^s  examination  of  the  quotations  adduced  by  Mr.  Nbwmak 
in  Tract  90,  with  reference  to  the  Doctrine  of  the  Invocation  qf  Sainis,  pp.  90 — ^, 
supra, 

3.  Quotations  from  Divinbs  of  thb  Church  op  England. — Tractarian  Catbnjb. 

"  Such  is  the  treatment  awarded  to  one  of  our  most  learned  and  judicious  Divines. 
To  offer  any  defence  of  Hookbr  against  such  charges,  would  be  a  waste  of  words 
indeed.  But  there  is  one  question  which  I  would  seriously  ask  of  the  Author  qf  the  Catena^ 
namely,  how  he  can  reconcile  it  with  fair  dealing,  when  ii  is  notorious,  and  confessed  by 
his  own  party,  that  Hooker  did  not  follow  out '  his  own  premises*  (to  use  their  phrase) 
so(U  to  maintain  their  doctrine,  but  expressly  repttdiates  it,  to  select  a  passage  so  worded 
as  to  lead  a  cursory  reader  to  think  that  Hooker  held  it,  and  put  ii  as  a  protfqf  Hooker's 
advocacy  of  their  doctrine  in  the  *"  Catena'  qf  witnesses  for  iL 

**  In  what  position  does  this  place  their  boasted  Catenas  $  This  is  one  of  the  most 
painful  parts  of  the  whole  subject,  and  one  on  which  it  is  impossible  not  to  feel 
strongly  ;  because  the  cause  that,  beyond  all  oUiers,  has  tended  to  produce  the  partial 
and  temporary  success  our  opponents  have  gained,  is  the  supposition  derived  from  their 
Catenas,  that  they  are  only  enforcing  the  doctrines  which  almost  all  our  great  Divines 
have  held  before  them.*** — Goodb^s  Divine  Rule  of  Faith  and  Practice,  vol.  iL  pp. 
95,  96. 

"  To  go  through  our  opponents*  whole  CtUena  is,  of  course,  impossible  in  this  place ; 
but  I  wOl  venture  to  affirm  that  it  would  be  easy  to  shew,  as  to  three-fourths  at  least 
of  the  authors  there  cited,  that  they  are  equally  opposed  to  our  opponents*  views  as  the 
three  we  have  just  noticed.  And  indeed,  if  the  reader  will  take  the  trouble  of  investi- 
gating the  extracts  they  themselves  have  given,  he  will  find  very  few  that  at  all  besr 
upon  the  disputed  points. 

'*  I  am  sorry  to  say,  however,  that  this  seems  to  be  the  plan  commonly  adopted  by 
the  Tractarians.  Under  a  phrase  which  may  be  interpret^  in  various  ways,  they  U^ 
down  a  certain  doctrine,  and  then  quote  as  supporters  of  their  views,  all  those  who  have 
defended  any  doctrine  that  has  borne  the  same  nosM.  **^—>Ibid.  pp.  100 — 101. 


*  The  reader  who  is  acqaainted  with  Mr.  Goodk's  Work  need  not  be  reininded  diat  Uie  learned 
author  has  adduced,  from  the  writing*  of  the  Harty,  but  too  many  proofs  of  the  ftnvgoinf 
awertions.— Ed. 
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'^  I  cannot  but  express  my  surprise,  that  Extracts  such  as  these  should  have  been 
brought  forward,  for  the  purpose  so  generally  of  giving  currency  to  sentiments,  to 
which  every  one  knows  these  authors  are  opposed ;  and  that  they  should  so  far  have 
escaped  exposure.  It  seems  to  be  a  feature  peculiar  to  your  new  Theological  Sdiool 
to  undertake,  on  the  amplest  scale,  labour  of  this  sort  The  late  attempt  made  in 
Tract  90,  by  one  of  your  scnool, — not  to  mention  those  of  many  others  occurring  in  that 
series  of  publications, — ^to  make  our  Articles  harmonize  with  the  decrees  of  the  Coun- 
cil of  Trent,  was  a  remarkable  instance  of  this  sort.  You  own,  in  this  Sermon  and  its 
notes, — ^in  which  you  have  attempted  to  enlist  Andrkwbs,  Bramhall,  and  many  of 
the  worthies  of  the  Syrian,  Greek,  Latin,  and  Anglican  Churches,  into  your  service,  is 
no  less  entitled  to  our  especial  wonder.  It  exhibits  a  phomomenony  I  think  I  may  say, 
unequalled  in  the  annals  of  theological  literature.  The  success  too,  which  has  attended 
this  most  strange  and  chivalrous  undertaking,  is  certainly  what  could  hardly  have  been 
expected  in  a  (&y  so  enlightened  as  this  is  supposed  to  be.  I  will  affirm,  nevertheless, 
that  it  is  as  short-si£|hted  as  it  is  chivalrous,  and  evinces  a  want  of  judgment  quite  as 
ereat  as  either  its  mgenuity  or  perseverance  can  be  supposed  to  be." — Propusob 
Lkk^s  Remarks  on  the  Sermon  qf  the  Rev.  Dr.  Pusey,  lately  printed  and  published  ai 
Oxfordy  pp.  93,  94. 

See  also  the  observations  of  the  Bishop  op  Ossorv  ANn  Fxrns  on  the  character  of 
Tractarian  CkUena,  pp.  68.  175.  supra. 

A  grievous  misrepresentation  of  the  views  of  the  Bishop  op  Winchbstkr,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Reserve,  by  means  of  a  garbled  extract  from  his  Lordship*s  Ministerial  Character 
of  Christy  has  been  noticed  above. — See  note,  p.  433. 


4.  Falsk  Citation  in  the  "  British  CRmc." 

"  The  extremity  of  obeoyonia  and  pMPOKWfibs** 

Newman*s  Letter,  Dec.  12,  1842. 


*'  In  a  Letter  recently  addressed  to  a  Resident  Member  of  the  University  by  the 
Archdeacon  of ,  there  occurred  the  following  passage: — 

"  *  Are  you  aware  that,  in  an  elaborate  article  on  the  Divines  of  the  Seventeenth  Century, 
these  writers  have  had  the  hardihood  to  quote  Heylyn*s  ^  Life  of  Laud"  in  reference  to 
the  infamous  negotiation  with  Panzani?  You  will  find  the  quotation  in  the  British 
OrUic,  No.  641,  p.  366.' 

"'The  Arcbdeacon*s  correspondent, happening  to  have  by  him  both  the  works  referred 
to,  first  turned  to  the  British  Critic,  where  he  found  the  following  extract  from  the 
letter  of  a  Venetian  Ambassador  adduced,  to  shew  what  were  the  sentiments  of  the 
whole  Laudian  party,  if  we  may  trust  the  account  of  a  contemporary: — 

'''  As  to  a  reconciUation  between  the  Churches  of  England  and  Rome,  there  were  made 
some  general  propositions  and  overtures  by  the  Archbishop^  a^nts,  they  assuming 
that  His  Grace  was  very  much  disposed  thereunto ;  and  that,  if  it  were  not  accom- 
plished in  his  lifetime,  it  would  prove  a  work  of  more  difficulty  after  his  death  ;  that  in 
very  truth  for  the  last  three  years  the  Archbishop  had  introduced  some  innovation 
approaching  near  the  rites  and  forms  of  Rome ;  that  the  Bishop  of  Chichester,  a  great 
confidant  of  Uis  Grace,  the  Lord  Treasurer,  and  eight  other  Bishops  of  His  Grace*s 
I^y,  did  most  passionate!  v  desire  a  reconciliation  with  the  Church  of  Rome  ;*  that 
they  did  day  by  day  recede  from  their  ancient  tenets  to  accommodate  with  the  Church 
^Kome ;  that  therefore  the  Pope  on  his  part  ought  to  make  some  steps  to  meet  them, 
lif  ^  ^™P<^i^ion  oi^  ^th  sides  was  in  so  eood  a  state  of  forwardness  before  Panzani 
left  the  kingdom,  that  the  Archbishop  ana  Bishop  of  Chichester  had  often  said  that 
there  were  but  two'  sorts  of  people  to  impede  or  hinder  the  reconciliation,  to  wit,  the 

.1.^  "T^at  Archbishop  Laud's  •enthnentsare  here  mutrepresented  by  the  Venetian  AmbaMsdoris 
1^ opinion  of  Hallam  and  others.  If  onUgue  the  Bishop  of  Chichester  alluded  to  (a  great  Trac- 
JJ^  "wority,  see  Tracts  for  the  Times,  78, 81,  &c.)  was  a  scoundrel  according  to  his  own  ac- 
ia  tbfl^^^^^  to  Panzani,  that  as  to  the  aversion  to  Rome  which  he  and  others  disoorered 
j.^rr'^ermons  and  printed  Books,  they  were  things  of  form,  chiefly  to  humour  the  populace,  and 
nrL  r^  >»uch  renrded.  And  it  cannot  be  doubted  that  one  of  the  other  Bishops  referred  to 
EbbM  1°^  of  Gloucester,  of  whom  it  is  remarked  in  Panmni's  Memoirs,  that  of  those  of  the 
yiMropai  order  none  appeared  more  aealous  for  union  with  Rome,  and  that  he  eyery  day  said  the 
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Puritans  among  the  Protestants,  and  the  Jesaits  among  the  Catbolies.*— ^£r<9yfifiV 
Laufi,  p.  414. 

'*  But  upon  reference  to  Heylin^i  Laud^  p.  414.  after  '  the  Pope  on  his  part  ought  to 
make  some  steps  to  meet  them/  it  was  found  that  the  following  words  had  been 
omitted  in  the  British  Critic: — *And  the  Court  qf  Borne  bbmit  somkwhat  of  Us  higouk 

OP  DOCTRINK,  W  OTHBRWXSa  NO  ACX»RD  COULD  BK.* 

"  Can  it  be  doubted  that  this  omission  was  wilful,  and  that  the  writer  was  of  opinion 
with  Clement  of  Alexandria,  that  there  are  occasions  when  it  is  right  to  be  fiUae  or 
utter  a  falsehood  as  the  Sophists  say  ?  To  have  cited  the  omitted  words  would  have 
spoiled  the  effect  of  his  assertion  a  few  lines  before,  that  Bramhall  was  '  willing  to 

UNITE  WITH  THB  ChURCH  OF  ROMB  WITHOUT  RBQUIRINO   ANY  CHANGB  UP   DOCTRINB    IN 
HBB.'" 

5.    MiS-aUOTATION  OF  THB  OaTH   OF  SuPRBVACY. 

It  has  been  already  observed  by  the  Bishop  op  Winchbstbr,  {vide  p.  480,  tupra,)  that 
the  author  of  the  /ist  Number  of  The  Tracts  for  the  Times,  page  8,  in  quoting  the 
Oath  qf  Supremacy,  has  omitted  the  important  words  "  EkxiLBsiASTicAL  or  Spirit  uajl.^ 
Mr.  Newman  has  done  the  same  thing  in  Tract  90,  p.  79.  Editions  First,  Second, 
Third,  and  Fourth.  So  also  has  Dr.  Pusev  in  his  Letter  to  Dr.  Je{f  in  VhuHcaiion  qf 
Tract  90.  p.  136,  where  he  refers  to  the  oath  for  the  purpose  of  shewing  the  consistency 
of  Mr.  Newman^B  view  of  the  Pope^  jurisdiction  with  the  teaching  of  our  Thirty-aerenth 
Article.  The  insertion  of  the  words  *^  Eoclesiasticai  or  SpiriiuaP'*  would  have  been 
wholly  fatal  to  the  Professor's  argument  Mr.  Oolightly,  however,  has  suggested  in  his 
Bri^  Remarks  on  Tract  90,  that  Dr.  Pusey  was  in  all  probability  led  into  error  by  Mr. 
Newman. 

priest's  ofBce,  and  observed  several  other  duties  as  practised  in  the  Church  of  Rome.  Yet,  of 
this  very  Bishop,  Heylyn  nsnuurics  in  his '  Life  (tf  Laud,  (p.  963.)  that,  'having  staid  in  his  Diocese 
long  enough  to  be  as  weary  of  them  as  they  were  of  him,  he  i^ected  a  remove  to  the  see  of  He- 
reford, and  had  so  far  prevaiied  with  some  great  qficer  of  Stute,  that  his  moneg  was  taken^  his 
cong6  d'^re  issued  out,  his  election  passed.  But  the  Archbishop  coming  opportunely  to  the 
knowledge  of  it,  and  being  ashamed  of  so  msieh  baseness  in  the  smui,  who  could  pretend  no  other 
merit  than  his  monejf,  so  laboured  the  business  with  the  King,  and  the  King  so  rattled  ap  the 
Bishop,  that  he  was  glad  to  make  his  peace  not  only  with  the  resignation  of  his  dectiom,  but  the 
loss  Of  his  bribe.    He  died  a  Roman  Catholic' 

**  Mr.  Oakeley  in  his  defence  of  Tract  90,  remarks,  Uiat  the  higher  we  set  Bishop  Goodman's 
Catholicbm  the  more  striking  is  the  fact,  that  one  who  was  conscientious  enough  (I)  to  suAer 

Smalties  rather  than  subscribe  the  Laudian  Canons  Che  did  subscribe  them  at  last,  whish  Mr. 
akeley  does  not  seem  to  know)  should  not  have  stumoled  at  the  Articles." 
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APPENDIX  K. 


SPECIMENS  OF  TRACTARIAN  MANUALS  OF  DEVOTION. 


I.  EXTRACTS  FROM  •'H0RJ5   CANONICJB:   oa  DEVOTIONS   FOR  THE 
SEVEN  STATED  HOURS  OF  PBAYEK^—Ltmdom:  Bunu.  1841. 

^The  whole,  it  may  be  well  to  say,  h  a  translation  from  the  Duly  Hours  of  the 
Roman  Breviary.  This  need  occasion  scruples  to  no  one  in  making  use  of  it,  as  any 
one  at  all  aequunted  with  our  Anglican  Liturgy  well  knows  how  much  it  possesses  in 
common  with  the  Roman  RituaL  And,  besides,  care  has  been  taken  to  leave  out  all 
Collects,  and  Hvmns,  and  invocatorv  addresses,  which  might  seem  to  be  at  variance 
wiUi  what  is  truly  primitive  and  CwioVicJ"^Pr^aeej  p.  6. 

''  Let  us  pray  for  the  £uthful  who  are  departed.  Grant  them  O  Lord,  eternal 
repose,  and  may  perpetual  lisht  shine  upon  them.    May  they  rest  in  peace.    Amen. 

"  May  the  souls  of  the  laittiful,  through  God^i  mercy,  rest  in  peaoe.^-^p.  72.  76. 

O  God,  who  through  the  fruitful  viranity  of  Mary  ever-blessed,  hast  bestowed  upon 
mankind  the  rewar£  of  everlasting  Salvation  ;  grant,  we  beseech  Ihee,  that  we  may 
evermore  rejoice  in  Him,  whom,  through  her,  we  have  been  found  meet  to  receive,  as 
the  Author  of  everlasting  life    •    .    .** — p.  92, 

**  0  God,  who  dost  purify  Thy  Church  by  the  annual  fast  of  forty  days ;  grant  to 
Thy  fiunily  that  what  they  strive  by  abstinence  to  obtain  from  Thee,  they  may  effec« 
tusJly  obtain  by  the  help  of  good  works ;  through  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.**-.p.  99. 

**  O  God,  who  through  their  fasting  bestowtest  pardon  on  the  sinner,  and  rewards 
<m  the  righteous ;  have  compassion  upon  thy  supplicants,  that  we,  confessing  our  guilt, 
may  obtam  the  pardon  of  our  sins ;  through  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.  Amen.'*— p.  1 10. 

**  O  Lord,  we  beseech  Thee,  of  Thv  favour  pour  Thy  grace  into  our  hearte ;  that 
we,  restraining  our  sins  by  voluntary  chastisements,  may  rather  now  suffer  in  this  life 
present  than  be  given  up  to  be  punished  everiastingly ;  through  Jesus  Christ  our 
Lord.    Amen.** — p.  116. 

**  Grant,  we  beseech  Thee  Almighty  God,  that  as  by  our  excesses  we  have  wonnded 
the  perfection  of  our  nature,  so  by  giving  up  ourselves  to  the  medicine  of  abstinenoc, 
U  may  bo  restored ;  through  Jesus  Chnst  our  Lord.    Amen.**— -p.  114. 


II.  EXTRACTS  FROM  « DEVOTIONS,  COMMEMORATIVE  OF  THE  MOST 
ADORABLE  PASSION  OF  OUR  LORD  AND  SAVIOUR  JESUS  CHRIST. 
TRANSLATED  FROM  CATHOLIC  SOURCES.**  6-.Z;ofKfofi ;  Burnt.  J.  H, 
Parker,  O^ifwd  ;  T.  Sievenrnm,  Cambridge.    1842. 

''  With  a  view  to  the  general  object  which  the  compilers  propose  to  themselves  in 
the  publication  of  this  litUe  volume,  they  have  added,  m  an  Appendix,  extracts  tctmi 
the  Roman  Breviary  applicable  to  the  Passion  and  Easter  Seasonsb**— ^r^oos,  p.  ix. 


•  The  British  Critic  thiu  anodea  to  the  pablioation  of  thia  volume  :— 

'<  We  hail,  with  peculiar  pleaaore,  the  appearance  of  a  little  Work  called  '  Devotion*  Comme- 
morative oftho  most  adorable  Passion  o/omr  Lord  and  SaeUmr  Jesus  Christ,  translated  from 
CathoUe  sources;*  and  we  hope  that  the  great  anooeaa  which,  aa  we  ondentand,  it  haa  met  with, 
may  encourage  the  oompUera  to  extend  their  plan  and  make  aoceadble  to  the  EngUah  Church- 
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*'  At  the  Waahing  of  the  Feet  on  Maunday  Thursday,  after  Yeapera. 

**  After  the  stripping  of  the  Altar,  the  Clergy  come  toother  at  an  imiointed  bonrto 
perform  our  Lora*s  command.    The  Bishop  or  Superior  sings  the  following  Gospel 
after  the  usual  manner    .......     After  which  he  is  girded  with  a  towd, 

and  proceeds,  with  the  assistance  of  the  Deacon  and  Subdeaoon,  to  wash,  wipe,  and 
kiss  the  feet  of  those  that  are  assembled  for  that  purpose.    .....    Aner  the 

washing,  the  Superior,  or  whoever  has  been  washing  the  others^  feet,  washes  his  own 
hands,  and  wipes  them  upon  another  towel :  then  returning  to  his  place,  he  sajFS  *■  Ortr 
Father,'*  privately."— pp.  49—61. 

*'  The  Reproaches.— Sung  on  GU>od  Friday. 

''  Then  all  sing  tosether  the  Antiphon,  <<  We  adore  Thy  Cross,  O  Lord ;  and  pnse 
and  glorify  Thy  holy  Resurrection ;  for  lo !  by  this  tree  joy  hath  come  throughoot 

all  the  world 

.  Then  is  a  mff  O  FaW^ui  Orou,  with  the  Hymn,  Sing  O  Tongue,  After  each  vene  of 
which,  O  Fateful  Crou,  or  this,  Sieeet  it  the  Wood,  is  repeated  as  follows  :— 


"  Crux  fidelis,  inter  omnes  arbor  una  no- 
bilis;  nulla  silva  talem  profert,  fronde, 
flore,  germine.  Dulce  lignum,  dulces 
clavos,  dulce  pondus  sustinet.** 


"  O  Faithful  Crosa,  thou  peeriess  Tree, 
no  forest  yields  the  like  of  thee,  leaf,  flower, 
and  bud.  Sweet  is  the  Wood,  and  sweet 
its  weight,  and  sweet  tiie  nails  which  pe- 
netrate thee,  thou  sweet  Wood."— pp.  ^ 
64. 


Further  extracts  from  this  work  will  be  found  at  page  611,  note  9,  supra. 


III.  EXTRACTS  FROM  **A  MANUAL  OF  DEVOTIONS  FOR  THE  HOLY 
COMMUNION,  COMPILED  FROM  VARIOUS  SOURCES."— ZkMwtoi ;  Toauf, 
1843. 

"  This  little  Manual  of  Prayers  and  Meditations  has  been  drawn  up  under  a  den 
conviction,  that  all  devotional  exercises  on  the  Holy  Communion  must  utterly  &il « 
their  object,  which  do  not  involve  a  constant  and  ejeplicit  r^erenee  to  the  DoehiMv 

the  Beat  Pretence,  at  taught  in  the  CkUeehism  of  our  Church In  the 

attempt  to  carry  out  this  idea  of  the  object  to  which  such  a  Manual  as  the  pfesent 
should  be  directed,  no  difficulty  has  been  felt  in  drawing  upon  other  than  purely  Angli- 
can sources  for  its  materials.  **-^<foerto«men/,  pp.  v.  vu 


«  His  faithful  followers  Christ  hath  bid 
To  do,  what  at  the  Feast  He  did. 
For  sweet  remembrance  sake  ; 
And,  gifted  through  His  high  commands. 
Of  Bread  and  Wine  their  PrietUy  handt 
A  Saving  Victim  make, 

**  O  truth  of  truths,  by  Christians  learned, 
7^  bread  into  Hit  Body  turned. 

Into  Hit  Bhod  the  urine  f 
Nor  eye  beholds,  nor  thought  conceives. 
But  dauntlett  Faith  the  change  beUevet 

Wrought  by  a  power  Divine. 

"  And  they,  who  of  their  Lord  partake, 
Nor  sever  Him,  nor  rend,  nor  break, 

AH  gain,  and  nought  is  lost ; 
The  boon  now  one,  now  thousands  claim. 
Yet  one  and  all  receive  the  Simae — 

Receive,  but  ne*er  exhaust" 

Psge  224. 


'<  Quod  in  coenA  Christus  gessit, 
Faciendum  hoc  expressit 

In  Sui  memoriam ; 
Docti  sacris  institutis, 
Panem,  vinum,  in  Salutit 

Conteeramut  Hotiiam. 

"  Dogma  datum  Christianis, 
Quod  in  Carmen  transit  panis, 

Bt  vinum  in  Sanguinem  ; 
Quod  non  capis,  quod  non  vides, 
Animosa  lirmat  Fides, 

Prster  verum  ordinem. 

"  A  sumente  non  condsus, 
Non  confiractus,  non  divisus, 

Integer  accipitur ; 
Sumit  nnus,  sumant  mille. 
Quantum  isti,  tantum  ille, 

Nee  Sumptus  consumitnr.** 

Page  226. 


men  more  of  each  devotional  trensures.  It  is  by  such  exhibitions  of  Catholic  truth  that  die  Engiiib 
Church  will  best  retain  her  hold  on  the  affections  of  those  of  her  children  who  may  be  wsvenof 
in  their  allegiance,  and  it  is  thus  also  that  many  religions  minds  who  are  as  yet,  in  greater  or  ie|» 
«lMT«e,in  bondage  to  the  popular  religion,  may  feel  the  far  deeper  and  truer  gratiAcation  to  twa 
reugious  cravings,  which  the  Catholic  Syntem  supplies.'*— No.  03.  p.  551.>-Seetbe  ExtncttnviD 
t*ie  Bishap  o/Oi/oni't  Charge,  1843,  and  note  3,  p.  &30,  supra. 
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IV.     EXTRACTS    FROM  "A  CHRISTIAN   CALENDAR    FOR  THE   USE   OF 
MEMBERS  OF  THE  ESTABLISHED  CHURCH.**— 5»n«,  Portman-dreeL  1845. 

''  The  Six  General  Laws  or  Precepts  of  Holy  Church  : — 

1.  To  assist  at  the  Dirine  Offices  on  Sundays  and  Holydays,  and  to  rest  firom 

servile  work. 

2.  To  fast  during  the  time  of  Lent,  on  Bmher  Days,  Rogation  Days,  and  Vigils 

that  are  fasted,  and  to  abstain  from  flesh  on  Fridays. 

3.  To  confess  our  sins,  as  occasion  is,  to  a  learned  and  discreet  Priest 

4k  To  receive  the  Holy  Communion  at  least  three  times  a  year,  of  which  Easter 
to  be  one. 

5.  To  pay  Tithes  to  our  Pastors  yearly  at  Easter. 

6.  Not  to  solemnize  holy  Matrimony  at  certain  seasons,  nor  to  marry  within 

prohibited  degrees  of  kindred.** — pp.  6,  7* 

Fasting. 

*'The  seneral  rule  of  abstinence  at  present  is,  (1)  on  all  fasting  d^-s  out  of  Lent, 
and  on  aU  Fridays  throughout  the  ^ear,  to  abstain  from  Flesh  and  Broths,  or  other 
things  made  of  Flesh ;  and,  (2)  during  Lent,  to  abstain  from  flesh,  and  any  thing  made 
of  flesh,  and  also  from  all  White-meats,  as  they  come  from  Flesh,  such  as  Eggs,  Milk, 
Batter,  Cheese,  &c. 

**  And  the  general  rule  for  the  (Quantity  is  (1)  to  take  only  one  full  meal  in  the  day, 
and  (2)  that  not  before  Sext  or  Mid-day,  and  (3)  a  small  colUtion  is  allowed  at  night, 
as  a  moderate  support  to  the  weakness  of  nature  till  next  day  at  noon. 

"Dr.  Pusby,  m  his  Preface  to  the  English  Translation  of  A vril]on*8  '  (?f<id« /or 
patting  Lent  hdily,^  gives  the  following  as  the  rule  for  the  Lenten  Fast,  modified  by 
the  annual  dupentationt,  '  Flesh-meat — Sundays,  Tuesdi^s,  and  Thursdays,  from  the 
First  Sunday  in  Lent  to  Palm  Sunday  inclusive  ;  but  on  Tuesdays  and  Thursdays  once 
only  in  the  dav.  Eggs  at  the  single  meal  of  those  bound  to  fast  (after  21 ),  and  at  the 
<li8CTetion  of  tiiose  not  so  bound,  on  all  days  except  Ash  Wednesdav  and  the  last  four 
'iays  In  Holy  Week.  Cheese,  under  the  same  circumstances,  on  all  days  except  Ash 
Wednesday  and  Good  Friday.  This  *  meal*  is,  if  necessary,  about  mid-day,  and  a  half- 
meal  in  the  evening,  or  the  reverse ;  liquids  also,  including  milk,  if  necessary,  are  not 
aceonnted  to  break  a  fiist* — ^p.  xxxviii.  note. 

^  Hew  far  persont  can  conadentioutly  avail  ihemselvet  of  dispentations,  while  they 
f  eject  the  dispensing  authority^  is  a  question  for  their  private  Judgment,"^ — p.  7* 

"Th»  Holy  Sacrambnts. 

**  The  two  great  Sacraments  of  the  Church,  necessary  in  general  cases  for  Salvation, 
^  (1)  Baptism,  and  (2)  the  Holy  Eucharist 

''Fi^e  lesser  Sacramental  Rites,  not  essential  to  Salvation,  are  (1)  Confirmation, 
(2)  Penance,  (3)  Extreme  Unction,  (4)  Holy  Orders,  (5)  Matrimony.**—- p.  7. 

''The  Ninb  Orders  of  Good  Anobls. 
Cherubim.    3.  Thrones.   4.  Dominicms.    5.  Virtues.   6.  Powers. 
8.  Archangels.    9.  Angela.**— p.  8. 

"Colours  op  thb  Altar  Cloths,  Copbb,  and  Vbstmbnts. 

**  First  Sunday  aptbr  Epiphany Deck  the  Altar  in  white. 

I*  Siptuagbsima  Sunday. — Lent  approaching,  the  Altar  is  clothed  in  violet. 
"  St.  MATTHiAS.>-The  colour  for  we  Altar  is  scarlet. 
c(Q   '  Prbparation. — ^The  colour  for  the  Altar  is  black. 

Sjcond  Sunday  aptbr  Trinity. — ^The  colour  for  the  Altar  is  green. 

^e  Copes  and  Vestments  follow  the  colour  of  the  Altar  Cloth.**— pp.  22—34. 

I^niBcnoNs  FOR  THB  Prbparation  of  thb  Altar  at  thb  timb  of  Cblbbration. 

The  Altar  should  be  covered  with  a  pall,  that  is  to  say,  with  a  carpet  of  silk  or  other 
^<Msent  stnfi;  of  the  colour  appointed  for  the  Feast  or  Ofiioe  of  the  day,  reachinff  on  all 
tlw  ^*^*  ground.  Over  this  will  be  laid  the  fair  white  linen  doth,  covenng  the 
(\  A\  ^^  ^^^'  '^^^  ^^  ^^^^^  ™<^y  ^  placed  a  Cross  in  the  middle,  and  two 
iTr^^'^ticks  with  lighted  tapers,  one  on  each  nde  of  it.  On  the  Epistle  side  should  be 
**«>  a  Cushion  for  the  Book.**— p.  34. 
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PRACTICE  OF  MIXING  WATER  WITH  WINE  AT  THE  EUCHARIST. 

The  following  is  the  cue  referred  to  m  a  note  on  Par.  96of  ibuCtaagtoi  the  Biahop 
of  Down  and  Connor  and  Dromore,  page  519,  ntpra : — 

** The  next  passage  I  shall  cite  requires  a  little  prefatory  explanation,  I  ^oblished 
last  year  some  Strictures  upon  Dr.  Pusey^  Letter  to  the  Bishop  of  Oxford,  in  wfaicfa 
I  charsed  Mr.  Newman  at  St.  Mary^  and  his  Curate  at  Littlemoorf  with  violating  the 
rubric  oy  mixing  water  with  the  wine  at  the  Eucharist.  In  Mr.  Newmanls  own  Letter  * 
to  the  Bishop  '  on  occasion  of  No.  90,*  he  makes  the  following  reply  : — 

'*  *  And  here,  with  your  Lordship^s  leave,  1  will  make  allusion  to  one  mistake  eon- 
oeming  me,  which  I  believe  has  reached  your  Lordship^  ears,  and  which  I  only  eare  to 
explain  to  my  Bishop.  The  explanation,  I  trust,  will  be  an  additional  proof  of  my  ad- 
herence to  the  principle  of  acquiescing  in  the  state  of  thii^  in  which  I  find  myself. 
It  has  been  said,  I  believe,  that  in  the  Communion  Service  f  am  in  the  practice  of  mix- 
ing water  with  the  wine,  and  that  of  course  on  a  religious  or  ecclesiastical  ground.  This 
is  not  the  case.  We  are  in  the  custom  at  St  Mary^  of  celebrating  the  Holy  Commu- 
nion every  Sunday,  and  most  weeks  eariy  in  the  momine.  When  I  began  the  early 
celebration,  communicants  represented  to  me,  that  the  wme  was  so  strong  aa  to  dis- 
tress them  at  that  early  hour.  Accordingly  I  mixed  it  with  water  in  the  bottle.  How- 
ever it  became  corrupt.*  On  this  I  mixed  it  at  the  time.  I  speak  honestly  when  I 
say,  that  this  has  been  my  only  motive.  I  have  not  mixed  it  when  the  Service  has 
been  in  the  middle  of  the  day.* 

**  Now  admitting  that  the  very  small  quantitjr  of  wine  which  we  receive  at  the  Eu- 
charist, administered  early  in  the  morning,  might  be  more  distressing  to  a  weak 
stomach  than  the  same  quantity  of  wine  and  water,  it  may  be  asked, 

'*  Oiiffht  not  Mr,  Newman  to  haw  eoimilted  his  Diocnan  before  he  ventured  to  depart 
from  the  rubric,  especially  when  by  so  doing  he  knew  that  he  was  reverting  to  a  prac- 
tice discarded  at  the  Reformation  ? 

"  Again,  '  the  wine,*  he  says,  'became  corrupt  upon  his  mixing  it  with  water  in  the 
bottle.*  Indeed !  Water  mixed  with  wine  on  Saturday  night  b^me  corrupt  on  Sun- 
day morning  1  But  if  so,  what  prevented  his  mixing  it  beforehand  in  the  vestry  ? 
Surely  it  is  quite  unaccountable  that  Mr.  Newman  should  have  allowed  himself  to  make 
such  an  excuse. 

"  But  why  has  he  made  no  allusion  to  kia  Curate  at  Littlemoor  9  He  says  himself 
that  he  does  not  depart  from  the  usual  practice  *  when  the  service  is  in  the  middle  of  the 
day.*  But  his  Curate  did  at  Littlemoor ;  and  if  Mr.Newman  knew  it,  I  must  maintain  that 
his  silence  here  is  as  unaccountable  as  the  foregoing  excuse.** — Goiightly*s  Bri^Bemarkt 
on  Tract  90,  second  edition,  page  7)  8. 

•  Page  42. 


6  Mav  not  the  following  extraols  from  the  Ronsn  Mian!  throw  aome  licht  apoa  Mr.  Nbwma  ii'« 

proceeding  t 

"  De  defectibus  drca  Missam  occurrentibus.     De  defectu  vini. 

"  Si  Tinum  ait  factoin  penitito  aoetom,  Tel  penitito  patridmn,  Tel  de  UTJa  acertna,  aea  noa  ma- 
tnria  expreaiam,  Tel  ei  admi'tUiiii  tamtum  aqwe,  ut  pkwm  sU  eormpttim,  nan  comjIeUwr  Smerm- 


"  Si  Tinum  eteperit  aee*cert,V€l  corrumpi,  tcI  herit  atiqaantum  acre  ....  Tel  memjktrit  md 
mixta  aqua,  ....  conficltar  Sacramentum,  sed  coj^/tciens  gravtter  peecat. **'-Eo. 
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EXTRACT  FROM  THE  CHARGE  OF  THE  BISHOP  OF  LINCOLN,  1840J 

**  Ab  the  effect  of  ihe  diBcoBBioiifl  on  pliinlities  and  residence  has  been  to  cause  men 
to  look  back  to  the  origin  of  Parochial  Benefices,  and  to  the  objects  for  which  they 
were  instituted,  so  the  discussions  on  the  Clergy  Discipline  Bill  have  forcibly  drawn 
their  attention  to  the  relations  in  which  the  Church  stands  to  the  State,  and  the  prin- 
ciples on  which  the  union  between  them  should  be  founded.  Before  the  Reformation 
no  such  union  can  be  said  to  have  existed  in  this  country.  The  people,  considered  as 
members  of  the  State,  were  subject  to  the  ELin^ ;  considered  as  members  of  the 
Church,  to  the  Bishop  of  Rome :  they  were,  in  their  religious  and  temporal  capacities 
respectively,  subjects  of  two  independent  powers,  between  which  a  perpetual  struggle 
was  going  on.  The  ecclesiastical  history  of  England,  from  the  Conquest  to  the  Reform- 
ation, is  uttle  else  than  a  history  of  papal  attempts  at  encroachment,  and  of  resistance 
to  them  on  the  part  of  the  legiriature.  To  this  struggle  Henrr  Y III.  put  an  end,  bv 
Altogether  abolishing  the  jurisdiction  of  the  pope  in  this  realm,  and  subiecting  all 
•states  and  degrees,  whether  ecclesiastical  or  civil,  to  his  rule.  Thus  the  Church  and 
State  were  brought  into  union  under  one  temporal  head,  and  the  fundamental  article  of 
that  union  is  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown. 

**  When,  however,  we  speak  of  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown,  we  mean  a  limited 
vupremacy^limited  with  reference  to  the  authority  with  whidi  Christ,  the  Head  of  the 
Church,  has  invested  it.  'Some  kinds  of  actions,  conversant  about  such  aflkirs,' 
■ays  Hooker,  '  are  denied  unto  kings ;  as,  namely,  actions  of  power  and  order,  and  ii 
spiritual  jurisdiction,  which  hath  with  it  inseparably  joined  power  to  adnunister  the 
Word  and  Sacraments,  power  to  ordain,  to  judge  as  ordinaiy,  to  bind  and  loose,  to  ez- 
conmmnicate,  and  such  like.** 

**  It  is  further  to  be  observed,  that  the  expression  ^supremacy  of  the  crown,**  does 
not  convey  exactly  the  same  meaning  now,  that  it  did  at  the  Reformation.  The  supre- 
macy has  since  been  limited,  botii  in  civil  and  ecclesiastical  matters.  Many  acts, 
whi<3h  the  crown  then  claimed  the  power  of  doing,  by  virtue  of  the  royal  prerogative, 
ean  now  only  be  done  with  the  consent  of  Parliament ;  for  instance,  the  erection  of 
ecclesiastical  courts,  without  the  consent  of  Parliament,  was  by  the  act  I  Wm.  c  9, 
declared  to  be  ill^gaL 

^  There  is  inherent  in  every  society,  as  essential  to  its  preservation,  a  power  of  cor- 
recting offending  members,  and  even  cutting  them  off  from  the  body,  ijf  the  malignity 
of  the  offence  requires  the  application  of  so  severe  a  remedy.  This  power,  therefore, 
exists  in  the  visible  Church—the  society  which  Christ  intended  the  professors  of  his 
£aith  to  compose  on  earth.  If  the  Aposties,  to  whom  was  committed  the  office  of 
forming  it,  had  left  no  directions  respecting  this  power,  the  Church  must  itself  have 
prescribed  the  mode  of  its  exercise.  Bui  as  tiiey  were  invested  by  Christ  with  autho- 
rity to  bind  and  loose,  so  we  learn  from  Scripture  that  they  conferredf  similar  autho- 
rity on  those  whom  they  appointed  to  preside  over  the  Churches  which  they  founded ; 


*  EoclesiaflCicsl  Polity,  1.  riii.  p.  447.  ad.  M.  I70S. 

f  la  the  pamamm  quoted  b     

«»i.    Cranthwiute'B  editioo. 


f  In  the  pamamm  quoted  by  Archbishop  Potter,  in  his  TrMtise  on  Church  GoTernttent, «.  r.  p. 


7  Referred  to  in  note  1,  p.  SS»,  $upra.^ED. 
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and  in  the  third  eentuiy,  ws  find*  Cypriftn  Mcribing  to  Bishops,  in  Tirtns  of  the  ept- 
eopal  office,  the  power  of  deposing  offending  Minivers,  or  suipending  them  from  the 
exerdse  of  their  sacred  functions ;  though  he  himself  appears  not  to  have  exerdaed 
this  power  without  the  advice  of  the  deivy  and  the  consent  of  the  laity;  therebj 
shewmg  that  he  had  acted  in  behalf  of  the  Church,  and  as  itB  minister  or  organl-. 

''The  Divine  Founder  of  the  Church  conferred  on  it  no  external,  coactive  power.  Its 
censures  are  addressed  to  the  consciences  of  men,  and  designed  to  lead  them  to  repent- 
ance, by  inspiring  them  with  the  dread  of  exclusion  from  the  invisible  Chnrch  ia 
heaven ;  the  only  appointed  path  to  which  lies  through  the  visible  Church  on  earth. 
Excommunication,  however,  even  in  the  primitive  Church  affiacted  the  tempoia! 
interests  of  the  lay  oifender  indirectly,  by^  causing  the  other  members  to  avoid  all  inter- 
eourse,  and  to  decline  all  dealings  with  him ;  and  those  of  the  clerical  oifender  directly, 
bv  the  abstraction  of  that  portion  of  the  ecclesiastical  funds  which  would  have  fallen  to 
his  share  in  the  monthlv  distribution^.  When,  therefore,  it  is  said,  that  the  power  of 
the  Church  is  internal,  applying  only  to  things  spiritual,  that  of  the  State  external, 
applying  only  to  things  temporal,  it  is  evident  that  this  distinction  cannot  always  be 
strictly  preserved ;  that  cases  of  a  mixed  character  will  arise,  in  which  the  spiritualities 
and  temporalities  are  so  blended  together,  that  they  cannot  be  separately  dealt  with. 
The  spintual  power  might  degrade  an  immoral  or  heretical  minister  from  his  office; 
but  if  he  obstinately  persisted  in  refusing  to  yield  up  the  Church  in  which  he  had  offi- 
ciated to  his  successor,  unless  the  temporal  power  lent  its  aid,  the  sentence  of  the 
spiritual  would  remain  in  neat  measure  inoperative  ll.  The  design  of  the  union 
of  Church  and  State  is,  to  bnng  these  two  powers  into  harmonious  combination ;  so 
that  the  same  sentence  which  affects  the  spiritual  office,  may  also  affect  the  tempo- 
ralities annexed  to  it.  But  such  a  combination  necessarily  implies,  that  both  parties 
mutually  recede  frvm  the  full  assertion  of  the  rights  which  they  inherently  possess. 
Otherwise,  either  the  Church  would  become  the  creature  and  sUve  of  the  State ;  or  the 
State  the  mere  executor  of  the  decrees  of  the  Church.  The  supremacy  rests  with  the 
State,  because  that  alone  possesses  external,  coactive  power ;  but  the  Church  does  not 
surrender  any  of  the  powers  conferred  on  it  bv  its  Divine  Founder ;  though  it  allows 
some  of  tiiem  to  remain  in  abeyance,  and  permits  the  State  to  prescribe  the  mode  in 
which  others  are  to  be  exercised.  That  purely  spiritual  power  of  correction  given  by 
the  Word  of  God  to  the  Bishop,  as  the  Minister  of  the  Church§,  which  appears  in  the 
earliest  times  to  have  been  exercised  according  to  fixed  rules,  thoueh  without  the 
formality  of  juridical  proceedings— -that  power  he  can  onlv  exercise  in  this  country,  as 
it  is  committed  to  him  by  the  ordinance  of  the  realm.  The  State,  in  recognising  the 
npiritnal  authority  inherent  in  the  office,  prescribes  the  mode  of  its  exercise  as  the  con- 
dition of  annexing  to  it  the  right  of  external  jurisdiction ;  of  investins  it  with  extenuJ, 
coactive  power.  The  courts  in  which  it  is  exercised  are  still  called  the  Bishops* 
Courts,  as  th^  were  before  the  Reformation ,  but  they  are  in  the  eye  of  the  law  the 
courts  of  the  Crown.  For  I  can  attach  no  other  meaning  to  the  expres«on — that  the 
Qneen  is  in  all  causes,  ecclesiastical  as  well  as  civil,  in  these  her  dominions  supreme— 
than  this,  that  all  rights  of  external  jurisdiction  are  derived  from  the  Crown.  This  is 
the  interpretation  put  upon  it  by  the  most  eminent  lawyers  who  have  written  on  the 
subject :  by  Sir  Michael  ForsterU,  in  the  passage  quoted  by  the  learned  Arcfadeaoon  of 
Lincoln  in  his  published  char]^  of  last  year ;  and  by  Sir  Matthew  Hale**,  who  says 
that  'all  power  of  external  jurisdiction  is  originally  in  the  Crown ;  and  that  the  power 
of  the  keys,  in/oro  ooiuoientia,  is  not  properly  a  jurisdiction,  because  it  is  without  any 
external  coercion.* 
"The  Clergy  Discipline  Bill  of  last'year  having  been  withdrawn,  I  think  it  neither 

*  Qaam  pro  Epboopatns  viffore  et  Cathedne  anctoritate  haberes  potestatem,  qva  pOHu  de  iDo 
statlm  ▼indlcari.— Ep.  iU.  ad  Rogatianiun.  Ed.  FeU — And  again  in  the  Mine  Epiaue :  Puigena 
circa  emn  poteotate  honoris  tni,  ut  enm  Tel  deponaa  vel  abatineaa. 

f  Qnando  a  primordio  Epiaoopatna  mei  atatnerim  nihU,  aine  oonsUio  veitro,  et  atne  conaeasa 
plebia,  mea  pnrata  aententia,  gereie.— Ep.  xiv.  ad  Prasbyteros  et  Diaooooa. 

t  Interim  so  a  diriaione  menaoma  tantum  contineant.  Cyptiani  £p.  xxsiv.  ad  Preabyteroa  eC 
Diaoonoa^-Diviaionea  menaumaa.    Ep.  ad.  eoadem,  xzxix. 

IBing:ham*a  Gbriatian  Antiqnitiea,  1.  xvi.  c.  3.  }.  3. 
Palmer'a  Hialory  of  tbe  Cburch,  p.  iv.  c.  xvi.  $.  1. 
"  If  tbe  principle  of  a  rigbt  of  juriadiction,  nnderived  from  the  dvil  magiatxate,  doea  aoc 
alwaya  lead  to  tbe  popery  of  tbe  Cborcb  of  Rome,  it  leada  to  a  atate  of  thinga  equally  nuachieroaa 
and  more  abanrd ;  I  mean,  a  popery  at  our  doora.    Onr  anceslora,  atand  aboat  the  time  of  the  Ra* 
formation,  had  plainly  thia  notion  of  tbe  matter;  and  therefore  Uiey  did  not  content  themaelTea 
with  barely  aboUahinar  the  naorped  power  of  the  Biahop  of  Rome,  bnt  went  to  the  root  of  the  enl 
and  declared  that  all  Jnriadiction,  aa  well  Ecdeaiaatical  aa  dTj],  ia  vealed  in,  and  eaercaaed  by 
delegation  from,  the  Crown."    Examination  of  Biahop  Gihoon'a  Codex,  p.  M. 
••  Quoted  by  Biahop  Warbnrton  in  hia  Alliance,  book  ii.  c.  iii.  $.  3,  on  the  Sapremacy. 
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neoesBanr  nor  desirable  to  enter  into  the  oontroversy  to  which  it  gave  rise.*  I  have 
been  in&ced  to  touch  upon  tiie  subject  of  the  relation  of  the  Church  to  the  State,  be- 
cause opinions  have  recently  been  put  forth,  respecting  the  independence  of  the 
Church,  which  appear  to  me  to  be  wholly  incompatible  with  the  maintenance  of  the 
union  between  them.  As  I  have  already  observed,  in  everpr  union  there  must  be 
mutual  concession.  Both  parties  must  be  content  to  recede  m  some  degree  from  the 
fuU  assertion  of  their  pretensions ;  not  to  surrender  their  inherent  rights,  but  to  allow 
some  of  those  rights  to  remain  in  abeyance.  Without  such  concession  their  respective 
powers  will  be  continually  dashing.  At  this  moment,  in  the  northern  part  of  the 
island,  we  find  one  Minister,  appointed  by  the  highest  authority  in  the  Church,  exer- 
dsiog  the  spiritual  functions  in  a  parish  •,  while  another,  appointed  by  the  lay  patron, 
under  the  sanction  of  the  civil  courts,  receives  the  profits  of  the  benefice.  The  Church 
says  to  the  State,  I  have  no  power  over  the  temporalities,  you  have  none  over  the  spi- 
ritualities ;  and  the  parties  are  thus  placed  in  apparently  irreconcilable  opposition  to 
each  other.  The  design  of  the  union  of  the  Church  and  State  is  to  prevent  the  occur- 
rence of  such  collisions ;  to  provide  against  this  disjunction  of  the  civil  and  spiritual 
condition  of  the  Clergy. 

"  It  has  been  said,  and  truly  said,  that  in  this  eountiy  the  union  of  the  Church  and 
State  was  not  founded  on  anv  precise  definition  of  their  respective  rightef ;  the  limits 
of  their  respective  spheres  of  action  were  not  exactly  marked  out  It  may  be,  there- 
fore, that  the  State,  in  the  exercise  of  its  politioU  oznnipotenoe,  has  occasionally 
evinced  a  disposition  to  encroach  upon  the  province  of  the  Church ;  and  I  mean  not  to 
say  that  every  indication  of  such  a  disposition  ought  not  to  be  carefully  watched.  But 
let  us  not,  my  Reverend  Brethren,  mdulge  in  unreasonable  jealousies ;  let  us  not, 
whenever  a  measure  is  proposed  aJBTecting  the  Church,  suspect  a  lurking  design  to 
violate  some  essential  part  of  its  constitution  ;  especially  let  us  guard  against  the  spirit 
of  exaggeration.  The  union  between  the  Church  and  State  can  only  be  maintained  by 
a  mutual  friendly  understanding.  Before  it  existed,  the  Church  stood  in  the  position 
of  an  independent,  and  frequently  antagonist  power:  should  it  now  be  dissolved,  the 
Church  will  stand  in  a  very  different  position  ;  it  will,  as  to  its  temporal  condition  be 
placed  on  a  level  with  the  numerous  sects  into  which  the  subjects  of  the  realm  are 
divided."— .pp.  17—25. 

*  Tbe  point  at  iMoe  in  thst  controveny  was  not  a  question  between  the  Church  and  Sute, 
but  between  the  Metropoliun  and  Diocesan  Coorts. 
t  Gladstone  on  the  Sute  in  its  relations  with  the  Church,  c.  iv.  (.  15. 
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AMOLunoNy  duty  of  urgiog  its  importance^  666 ;  not  neoesBary  to  the  remisBion  of 
sinsy  388.  610.  666.  Views  of  Mr.  Wordsworth,  Mr.  Palmer,  and  Dr.  Pusey, 
strongly  opposed  to  Scripture  and  to  our  Church,  388.  803-U04. 

Amtthmsce,  for  what  purpose  to  be  practised,  369. 

Aqatm,  in  most  churches  long  discontinued,  268. 

Albs,  description  of,  003. 

Altar^  a  name  carefully  eschewed  by  our  Liturgy,  Rubric,  and  Canons,  416.  419  ; 
dangerous  fancies  implied  in  it,  ibid,,  621.  Comparison  of  the  two  Liturgies 
of  Edward  YL,  419, 420. 

Antiquitt.  Traotarians  influenced  by  too  indiscriminate  admiration  of,  149. 161.  An 
undue  reyerence  for,  the  source  of  their  errors,  196.  True  value  of,  180  ; 
must  be  subordinate  to  Scripture,  221.  Genuine  primitiTe  Antiquity,  what, 
222.  Its  negatire  testimony  condusiTe,  286 ;  its  treasures  not  repudiated  by 
our  Reformers,  239.    Uncertainty  in  the  use  of  the  word  *'  Ancient,'*  260. 

ApoBTOucAii  SuocnssioN.  Views  of  the  Tractarians  go  &r  beyond  those  of  the  Diyines 
who  preceded  them,  44.  Until  lately  too  much  orerlooked,  163.  Pcnnt 
which  separatee  the  true  and  beneficial  from  the  mistaken  and  injurious 
acceptation  of  the  Doctrine,  166.  Not  absolutely  essential  to  the  force  and 
validity  of  the  DiTine  Ordinances,  166.  Distressing  uncertainty,  if  one  link 
be  doubtful,  263.  The  Doctrine  of  our  Church,  276—279,  280.  300.  302. 
Essential  to  the  tcw^being,  but  not  indispensable  to  the  being  of  a  Church, 
296.320.  What  it  is  to  be  the  successors  of  the  Apostles,  299.  Nottheonly 
security  for  the  efficacy  of  the  Saersments,  320,  or  the  existence  of  a  Church, 
330 ;  the  contrary  position  nerer  assumed  by  the  Church  of  England,  330. 
Prudence  of  putting  forward  the  doctrine,  as  an  instrument  of  oontroTersy 
questioned,  333.  Possessed  by  our  Church,  in  her  legulations  and  officerS| 
in  the  sense  in  which  it  is  essential  that  she  should  possess  it,  476^ 
Arnold,  Db.    Sermont  on  ChrisHan  Ltfe,  331.  604. 

AaTicLis,  30.  See  TVaoi  90.  Their  right  interpretation,  223. 622—667.  Lowering  inti- 
mations respecting,  proTious  to  1838, 186.  Their  place  in  the  interpretation 
of  Scripture,  231 ;  of  inferior  authority  in  themselYes  to  the  Creeds,  231 ;  how 
imposed  upon  the  Laity,  232 ;  rule  of  interpretation  where  the  literal  sense  is 
doubtful,  233 ;  their  language  explained  by  the  Liturgy,  963. 379.  661, 662. 
Till  of  late  taken  in  their  literal  and  grammatical  sense,  as  an  honest  and  un- 
sophisticated protest  against  Romish  abuses,  632.  Ambiguity  of  expression 
not  attributable  to  them,  iMdL,  660.    No  ingenuous  man  can  appeal  from  them, 
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[  AsTiCLis  ]  as  anthofiteti  ve  dedantions  of  his  Churchy  to  an j  other  writings,  533.  Maj 
he  explained  away  bj  ingenious  persons  resolutely  bent  on  the  task,  534. 
Contain  a  system  of  Faith,  536.  Do  not  admit  of  interpretation  borrowed 
from  remote  or  undefined  authority,  536.  Their  obligation  eaimot  be  eraded 
by  an  M>peal  to  the  Church  Catholic,  Ihid,  Leave  some  questions  open,  537. 
T^e  meaning  that  intended  by  the  framers,  538.  Usual  and  only  sound 
principle  of  interpretation,  548.  Sense  which  they  are  intended  to  bear  de- 
cided by  Conyocation  in  Canon  which  imposed  subscription,  549.  Directed 
against  the  Decrees  of  Trent  \  statement  to  the  contrary  in  Tract  90  exa- 
mined and  refuted,  549 — 559.  Imposed  as  terms  of  Communion,  559  The 
voice  of  our  Church  in  them  to  be  our  guide,  561.  A  solemn  and  emphatic 
declaration  against  Bomish  errors,  563.  Argument  of  Paley  with  regard  to 
subscription,  580. 

Atonbmbnt.  See  Reterve.  Doctrine  of,  to  be  reserved,  357.  360.  Motives  funuahed 
by,  435.  465.    The  grand  subject  of  the  Christian  Ministry,  436. 

AuovsTiNX,  St.,  quoted,  272. 

AuaicoLAR  Confession.  See  Co^feaion,  Utterly  unknown  tp  the  Primitive  Church ; 
the  source  of  unspeakable  abominations,  528. 

Balout,  Archdbaoon  ;  quoted,  596. 

Baptism.     See  SacrameiUsy  JiuHfioaiion,  RegeneraHon, 

Duty  of  administering  after  the  Second  Lesson,  350—352.  376,  377-  577. 
588.  605.  612.  Penalties  for  omitting  any  portion  of  the  Service,  376.  Want 
of  solemnity  in  administering  too  common,  377> 

What  our  Church  teaches  concerning,  873.     Instrumentally  connected 
with  Justification,  364.     Baptized  and  regenerate  convertible  terms,  373. 
Trine  immersion  not  practised  by  our  Church,  526. 

Lay  or  Heretical  Baptism ;  its  validity  and  su£Elciency,28l— 296.  302 — 319. 
321.  Sufficient  in  cases  of  necessity,  and  not  to  be  repeated,  282.  One  of 
the  earliest  subjects  of  controversy  in  the  African  Church,  281.  Testimony 
of  Cyprian,  281 ;  TertuUian,  Jerome,  and  Augustine,  282.  Objectionable 
sentiment  of  Chrysostom,  quoted  by  Bishop  Beveridge,  284.  Opinions  of 
Archbishops  Whitgift,  Bancroft  and  Abbott,  284.  Testimony  of  Hooker, 
287;  of  Basil  288,  289.  Valid,  if  administered  after  the  appointed  form, 
289.  Services  of  a  Minister  in  Holy  Orders,  not  essential  in  the  judgment  of 
our  Church,  290.  The  Minister  not  of  the  essence  of  Baptism,  ibid,  Changes 
in  the  Liturgy  in  1661,  291 ;  Condition  of  the  Kingdom,  36  ;  presumption 
from  the  conduct  of  Convocation,  291 — 294.  Conditional  form  of  Baptism, 
when  contrary  to  the  intention  of  our  Church,  294.  Decree  of  Sir  John 
Nichol,  302.    Case  of  Mastin  v.  Escott,  302—319.  321. 

Barrow,  Rbv.  Dr.  Isaac.  Sermon  on  Jusi{ficatwn,  366. 

BsNNBTT,  Rbv.  J.  £.  DuHndwe  Errors  ofRomanitmy  420.  His  views  of  the  Eucha- 
rist, 420,  421. 

Bbnbon,  Rbv.  C.  DUoourset,  154,  280,  299. 

BiBLBs.    Indiscriminate  distribution  condemned,  467. 

Btnohabc    Scholastic  History  qf  Lay  BapHim,  284,  286.  906.  909.  312, 

Bishops.    See  Efiscopaey  and  Reverence, 

Appointment  and  jurisdiction  of,  in  the  Apostolic  age,  258.  Departures  of 
modem  Episcopalians  from  the  ancient  model,  259. 

Bishops  of  the  English  Church ;  reprehended  by  the  Tractarians  in  the 
blandest  terms,  117;  alleged  disastrous  consequences  of  their  condemnation 
of  Tractarian   Views,    118,    119.    Their,  reproofs  ought  not   to  be    sup- 
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[BnBOPs]  pnoed  or  softened,  120.  Judgment  of,  lequired,  1—14  ;  have  no  power  to 
meet  for  the  purpoee,  649,  660. 

BomuxT.  His  assumed  triumph  in  confefenoe  with  Claude,  904. 

Beamhall,  AacHBisHOP ;  quoted,  410, 623^ 

BasviARY,  Roman.  See  Rome.  Our  Church  wronged  of  by  the  Refonners,  60 ;  has 
far  greater  eUims  on  a  Layman^s  deference  than  our  Prayer  Book  has,  62: 

Brswsb.    History  qfPapiah  TrtuuubttanHaiian,  332. 

British  Carnc  Specimens  of  its  tone  and  spirit,  104.  J06 ;  character  of  its  recent  ar- 
ticles, 497.  Quoted,  106,  107,  108,  109,  110.  114,  116,  116.  216.  361.  480. 
613.  617. 

Brooosn,  Rsy.  Jambs.   His  lUugtratioiu  o/the  LUwyy  and  JUhuU  reoommended,  69& 

Browns,  Archdbaoon.   His  Ckarget  referred  to,  629. 

Bull,  Bishop.  VhtdioaHiM  ofiU  OutrA  ofErngkutdy  230,  231, 232.  Jwiicnm  EecUtuf 
CaOoUctB,  230.    Hi*  theoiy  of  Justification,  369. 

BvRLiL.    See  Dittmten  and  Lay  Baptitm. 

Burnbt,  Bishop.  Esqpomiumo/OeArHcUs,  218,  230. 

Butler,  Bishop,  quoted  677 — 602. 

BcTLBR,  Charlxs,  Esq.  His  letter  to  the  Rer.  Dr.  Fletcher,  203.  Remarks  on  MiJ- 
ner*s  End  o^Bdiyiom  OmUrooenyy  203. 

Calcutta,  Bbhop  of  (Wilson).    His  OrdimUum  Simum,  1841, 207. 

Calvinistu.  Controversy  between  them  and  their  opponents ;  how  to  be  put  an  end  to, 
660.    Contort  the  Articles  as  much  as  the  Tractarians,  666. 

Candlbsticxs.    See  Communion  Table,    Placing  of  a  matter  of  importance,  611. 

Canons.  See  Bubrie,  Difference  in  point  of  obligation  between  the  Rubric  and 
Canons,  677. 

Capis,  on  Churdh  AtUhoriiy  referred  to,  629. 

Cardwxll,  Dr.    History  o/Cor^erenoet,  689.  690.  692, 693.  622.  Synodalia,  234. 

Catin&  Value  of  Tractarian  Caten»,  68.  176,  176.  Exammed  by  Bishop  Maivaine, 
Hr.  Goode,  and  Mr.  Golightly,  17&  Mr.  Keble's  Catena  examined  by 
the  Bishop  of  Calcutta,  188—192. 

Cbrbmoniss,  reviTsl  of  obsolete,  619.  621.  626.  626.  676.  6)6^-^626.  Bishop  Jeremy 
Taylor^s  remarks  on,  627.  Interpretation  of  the  Canon  Law,  627.  Observa- 
tions of  Bishop  Fleetwood,  621 ;  of  Archbishop  Bramhall,  623. 

CuARLBs,  King,  the  Martyr,  Baptized  by  a  Scotch  Presbyter,  293. 

Chatham,  Lord,  quoted,  641. 

Chillingworth,  quoted,  202.  366. 

Church,  The.  Senses  in  which  the  term  is  used  by  theological  writers,  680.  Erroneous 
oonduaions  drawn  from  the  absence  of  precise  scriptural  directions  respecting 
the  constitution  of  a  Church,  249. 260  ;  errors  in  the  opposite  extreme,  260, 
261 ;  a  Divine  sanction  given  to  a  regular  Christian  community,  261 ;  made 
to  usurp  the  place  of  Christ,  269.  274 ;  the  medium  through  which  the  offer 
of  salvation  is  made,  not  through  which  the  benefit  is  received,  260.  263 ; 
danger  of  personifying,  262 ;  danger  of  substituting  an  external  relation  for 
individual  faith,  262.  264;  what  it  is  and  what  it  is  not,  262-^66.  271,  272* 
300.  Has  been  made  first  an  abstraction,  then  a  person,  then  a  Saviour,  264. 
PUoed  in  its  true  light  by  the  Refermers,  264.  Wammg  afforded  by  the 
Jewish  and  Roman  Churches,  266.  The  Christian  life  a  corporate  life,  267. 
Union  of  Christ  with  his  Church,  268—269.  Duty  of  the  Christian  towards  his 
own  Church,  269. 

Church  Authority,  no  guarantee  for  the  faithful  transmission  of  a  religious  system, 
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[CHimcH  AuTHORiry]  904;  eaw  of  the  Jswirii  Church,  ibitL     How  regvded  by  ooi 

Refonnersy  205.    CoiuMquenoM  whidi  f(^ow  when  unduly  niaed,  900. 
Cbubch  Principles,  a  fiftTOurite  tenn  with  those  who  go  the  furthesl  in  mibTertingtben 

253.  Mistaken  views  of,  and  their  eonseqnenoes,  267.  369.  266—267. 
CauRCH  or  England.  State  of  when  the  Tractarian  moTement  began,  16,  17. 31— 3iK. 
121. 160.162. 029.  A  mean  between  the  two  extremes,  128.  BaaiBon  which  she 
establishes  her  principles,  214.  Rock  on  whidi  the  Reformers  rested  bar 
eonstittttion  and  ordinances,'  261.  Her  institntionB  not  to  be  Tindicated  on  the 
gronnd  of  exact  eonfonnity  to  ancient  models,  258, 250  ;  not  predsely  coinci- 
dent with  those  of  the  earliest  Churches,  258.  Respeetfiil  attentien  dae  to 
her  anthority,  273 ;  challenges  the  strictest  examination  of  ber  Doctrines,  iM 
Her  claims  upon  our  filial  confidence,  516.  Her  Ordinaaees,  and  her^  slom 
to  be  observed,  518.  Duty  of  undeyiating  attachment  to  her  Polity,  Iitaigy» 
and  Doctrine  at  ^i$,  506. 

Disparaged  by  the  Tractariana,  48.  80,  81.  481.  614.  617.  647.  "Oot 
Upas  Tree,**  61.  <'An  Incnbus,*M6idL  Has  '^blasphemed  Tradition  and 
the  Sacraments,**  62. 

Her  real  defects  as  dust  in  the  balance  compared  with  the  erik  from  which 
the  Beformation  deliyered  us,  523. 

Church  Srrvicbs,  to  be  duly  observed,  584,  585.  587. 588.  505.  606.  Two  required 
each  Sunday,  584, 585.  587.  609. 606.  612.  Method  of  oondnetang;  Postor^ 
Accent,  &c,  505,  506.  604.  606.  607.  612.  623. 

Daily  Service,  not  to  be  expected  in  all  places,  584.  687;  to  be  gl>^J  P^' 

formed  when  pncticaUe,  509 ;  intended  by  our  Church,  696.  600;  revival  d 

should  be  attempted,  ihid. ;  doubtful  whether  ever  contemplated  in  Parochial 

.  Churches,  614;  why  required  to  be  used  privately,  614  ;  may  be  perfenned 

with  advantage  in  large  towns,  615. 

Church  and  Statr.  See  Ftfuude,  Union  of  in  some  respects  an  impediment,  588. 
Motives  of  the  Traetarians  in  seeking  a  [separation,  588.  Remarks  fd  the 
Bishop  of  Lincoln,  711. 

Crurchrs,  to  be  duly  incommodious,  inaccessible,  and  costly,  468. 

Clrrot.  See  Afinisterial  Authority  and  Character,  On  what  depends  the  estimatioa 
in  which  they  are  held,  280.  Those  of  the  Church  of  England  the  only  Is^ 
ful  guides  and  spiritual  governors  of  the  people  of  this  country,  322.  Their 
increased  zeal  and  learning,  2.  8.  11. 22.  31—38.  121.  168.  On^ht  to  main- 
tain the  principles  of  the  Reformation,  121, 122.  Their  duty  in  teadiiiV  ^ 
Word  of  Ood,  236. 

Thehr  dress  a  point  of  controversy,  500, 603 ;  should  be  simple,  578 ;  eooen- 
tridties  and  fopperies  condemned,  624. 

CoMBRR,  Dran,  quoted  600. 

CoicMRMORATioN  OF  THR  Drad,  advocRtod  by  the  Traetarians,  50.  510.  Serrice  (or 
Bishop  Ken's  day,  ibid, ;  results  of  the  practice,  ibid, ;  rejected  by  the  Re- 
formes,  ibid,^  519. 

Communion  op  Saints,  said  to  be  little  heard  of  among  us  as  an  article  of  fiath,  682 ; 
injustice  of  the  charge,  523. 

Coicicunion  Srrvicr,  '<  a  judgment  on  the  Church,**  63.  80. 

Communion  Tarlr,  question  of  lights  upon,  623;  no  objection  if  candles  are  not 
Ughted,t5i<l 

CoNPRBsiDN.    See  Auricular  Ckm/unan.    How  £u*  to  be  urged,  656. 

Confirmation,  required  for  compleUon  of  Lay  Baptism,  821 ;  called  in  ^^' 
Bishop's  Baptism,  ibid. 
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CoNTRoyXBSVy  in  what  spirit  to  be  oondaeted,  16—30 ;  when  beneficial,  29  ;  its  dan- 
gers, 237.    Sentiments  of  Melancthon,  16.    Controyeraial  preaching,  30. 

Convocation.  Expediency  of  its  restoration  to  be  doubted,  322.  Want  of  increasingly 
deplored,  651 ;  benefits  to  be  derived  firom,  651—653.  667,  668. 

CoPLBBTON  Bishop.  Diacourses  on  Neoesaify  and  PredetlkuUiony  660. 

Councils,  veneration  of  the  Chnreh  for  the  fonr  first  general,  218 ;  their  decisions  to 
be  regarded  so  far  as  consonant  with  Scripture,  223.  Authoiiaed  expositors 
of  the  Faith,  234. 

CovaATsa.     HUtory  of  the  Cknmetl  of  Trenl^  200. 

Cbanmbr  AacHBiSHOP.     V\gm9  </  ike  Euohariai,  411. 

Crbbos,  how  far  to  be  taken  as  guides,  224  ;  great  Doctrines  of  the  Faith  might  have 
been  discovered  without  them,  224.  226 ;  have  an  a  prwri  claim  on  our  atten- 
tion, but  only  so  &r  as  they  are  consonant  with  Scripture,  224 ;  recognised 
by  our  Church  as  the  first  and  most  important  but  not  infallible  guides  in 
interpreting  Scripture,  229.  231. 

Cboss.    Suspicious  predilection  for  the  emblem,  61 1. 

Crosthwaitb,  Bbv.  J.  C.    His  Oommunio  Fideiitm  recommended,  694. 

Dailv  Sbrvicb.    See  Church  Services, 

Dalgaibns,  J.  D.  Esq.     His  Letter  to  the  Univert,  99. 113. 

Damnation.  Meaning  of  the  word  in  the  Communion  Service,  363.  681 ;  not  to  be 
softened  down,  368.    Calculated  to  excite  alarm  in  weak  minds,  681,  682. 

Dbaconbsb.    An  order  in  the  early  Church,  268. 

Dbns,  quoted,  180. 

DiocBSB,  at  first  coextensive  with  and  identical  with  a  Church,  268. 

DisciPLiNA  Arcani,  266.     See  Reterve. 

DisczPLiNB,  EccLXsusncAL,  one  of  the  three  notes  of  a  true  Church,  664 ;  its  great 
importance,  666. 

DisciFLBs,  of  the  Tractarian  School,  thor  character,  626.  Importance  of  distinguish- 
ing between  them  and  their  Teachers,  131.  More  to  be  feared  than  their 
Teachers,  151.  166.  626.  Their  Teachers  not  responsible  for  their  pro- 
ceedings, 626. 

DissBNT.  See  Sehiam,  Its  evils  many  and  serious,  836 ;  not  suffidently  appreciated 
by  those  who  look  only  to  the  respectable  ministers  of  Orthodox  Dissenting 
Congregations,  334. 

DissBNTBRS,  duty  of  Uvlug  in  peace  with,  334.  Refusal  to  bury,  at  variance  with  the 
nature  of  the  Ministerial  Office,  with  the  analogy  of  Scripture ;  with  the 
practice  of  the  Early  Church,  and  the  ordinances  of  the  Church  of  England, 

281 286  ;  an  infraction  of  the  due  and  charitable  order  of  the  Church,  294. 

Conduct  of  St.  Ambrose  on  the  death  of  Yalentinian,  286.  Grievance  of 
compulsory  burial,  322.    See  Lay^BapHem. 

DoDWBLL.     DitcerioHonet  Cypriaimemy  200. 

Drbss.    See  Clergy. 

East,  worshipping  towards,  a  very  ancient  practice,  621. 

EmMBURGH  Bbvibw,  quoted,  612. 

Elvington,  Profbssor,  referred  to,  649. 

Episcopacy,  reverence  for,  117. 139.  See  TVcMtoriofw.  Not  oosential  to  validity  of 
Christian  ordinances,  281 ;  mischief  arising  from  the  contrary  opinion,  ibid. 
The  only  rallying  point  for  unity  of  operation  in  the  Church,  326 — 327. 

Eucharist.  Views  of  the  Tractarians,  46.  48.  63.  63.  Mystical  btngoage  of  the 
Fathers,  364,  Language  of  our  Church  on  Doctrine  of  the  real  Presence, 
408 410;  of  our  soundest  Divines  and  Reformers,  410i-Ul2.    *^An  actual 
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[Eucharist]  eommmucAtion  of  theBaerilleed  Body  ud  Blood  of  CfariBt,^412.  The  in« 
stnimeDt  of  our  myaticftl  anion  with  Christ,  413.  Hoo]cer*s  view  of»  iMdL  418. 
Adoration  of  the  Bread  and  Wine,  idobtry,  414.  Sirict  notion  of  a  sacRfiee 
wholly  inappropriate,  418. 

Teaching  of  our  Articles  and  Catechism,  420— 4SS.  No  alteratioa  whatever 
in  the  natural  suhetance  of  the  elements,  42S.  Doctrine  of  a  real  but  spi- 
ritual presence  admitted  by  our  Church,  821 ;  notion  of  a  corporal  ptesenoe 
utterly  rejected,  ibid.  Water  not  to  be  mixed  with  Wine,  519.  £26.  Kias  of 
Peace  not  practised  by  our  Church,  626.  Duty  of  urging  frequent  participa- 
tion, 413.     See  Altar.    Saeiytee.     TrantubitantiaHon,    Lord*M  Supper. 

EzoOMMUNiCATioN.  ''The  greatest  judgment  upon  earth,**  664. 

EzsTBR,  Bbhop  op  (  Phillpotts).  His  animadversionB  on  the  statements  of  the  Bishop 
of  Chester,  (Sumner)  respecting  the  Sacraments,  342—347.  360. 

Fabbr,  Rsv.  G.  Stanlbt.   His  TVeatite  <m  Juaii/ioaHony  184.  246.  646. 

Fatfh.    Not  to  be  exalted  to  the  disparagement  of  the  Saenunents,  414. 

Fasting.  Its  necessity  and  merit  too  eagerly  inculcated,  611.  660. 

Fathsrs.  Special  regard  due  to,  187.  256  ;  their  excellences  and  legitimate  anthoritj, 
196 ;  their  piety  alloyed  by  superstition  and  error,  196.  222.  Not  oertun 
guides  in  theology,  or  judicious  expounders  of  Holy  Writ,  196.  221.  Their 
value  as  witnesses,  196.  200.  221.  236.  Too  great  deference  to  their  autho- 
rity led  to  the  corruptions  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  197.  As  reaaoners,  we 
owe  to  them  no  more  deference  than  to  other  pious  but  fUlible  men,  200.  221. 
236.  Their  opinions  not  to  be  disregarded  or  implicitly  subscribed  to,  201. 
Examples  of  holiness  and  patient  endurance,  not  authoritative  teachers,  206. 
Their  writings  valuable  for  facts  rather  than  opinions,  213.  High  respect 
for  dierished  by  the  Church,  218.  To  be  read  with  caution,  221.  Con- 
stantly appealed  to  Scripture  alone,  221.  Appealed  to  by  the  Reformers, 
but  not  as  in&llible  interpreters  of  Scripture,  240.  Considerable  diversity  of 
opinion  among  them  on  fundamental  facts  and  Doctrines,  242.  Their  views 
of  the  Sacraments  often  mystical  and  hyperbolical,  364. 

FasTivALS.  Institution  of  new,  condemned,  518.  612.  Those  of  our  Church  to  be  ob- 
served, 683.  596.  596.  599.  600. 

Flbbtwood,  Bishop,  quoted  621. 

Flowbrs.  The  Communion  Table  not  to  be  decorated  with,  525. 

Font.    Position  of,  592. 

Form uLARixs.  See  Rome.  Longing  of  the  Tractarians  after  Popish,  186.  627.  530. 
Those  of  our  Church  are  authoritative  rules  of  interpretation,  232,  233. 

Froudx,  Rbv.  R.  H.  An  example  of  the  danger  of  dallying  with  Romanism,  64, 
Put  forth  as  the  representative  and  champion  of  Traetarianism,  ibid.  Justi- 
fication of  by  his  Editors,  68—68.  His  views  of  allegiance  to  the  Catholic 
Church,  69  ;  of  Union  of  Church  and  State,  68,  69 ;  of  the  Eucharist,  69, 
72  ;  of  Saint  and  Image  Worship  in  the  Church  of  Rome,  68—71. 186:  of 
the  sufficiency  of  Holy  Scripture,  76.  Results  of  his  principle  of  allegiance, 
71^5.  77.  Desires  reunion  with  Rome,  98.  99.  His  sneer  at  ''young 
parsons**  and  "  impressive  services,**  606. 

His  JIUmiUnt  quoted,  64.  66.  75.  86.  98.  107.  186.  216.  512.    See(md  Serieu 
77.  107. 

Gaudbn,  Bishop.  EoeUeia  AngUeana  Suspiria,  292. 

Gibson,  Bishop,  quoted,  605.  653. 

Onortics.  Remarkable  for  their  iffnoranee,  263.  Other  instances  of  similar  mianomen, 
ibid. 
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QoLtaBTLr,  Rsv.  C.  P.,  began  the  reyision  of  TiMtarian  CtAeacm,  175.  His  able, 
manly,  and  eSeeHre  pamphlet,  ibid. 

Goods,  Rsv.  W.  Hib  excellent  pamphlet,  The  Case  as  ii  Is,  117.  333.  Hia  elaborate 
Buie  qf  Faith  and  PraOict,  172.  237. 246.  Hia  Utier  to  the  Biehop  f^Oxfiurd^ 
176.    Completea  the  reyision  of  Tractarian  Catens,  176. 

GoBPXL.    Effects  resulting  from  the  preaching  of,  20,  21. 

Gown.     When  first  used,  603. 

Hackbt,  Bishop.    L^t  qf  Archbishop  Wiliiaau,  490. 

Halifax,  Bishop.    Quoted,  525. 

Hallam,  Hbnrv,  Esq.    Conetitiaional  History,  490. 

Hall,  Bishop.  The  Old  Religion,  561.  His  opinion  respecting  Tradition,  214  ;  Wor- 
ship of  Saints  and  Images,  508. 

Hammond.    Quoted,  234. 

Hampdbn,  Propbssor.  Totally  erroneous  impression  of  his  views  produced  by  *'  Eht- 
ddations  of  his  Bampton  Ledurss,'*^  425. 

Hawkins,  Dr.    Bampton  Lectures,  229. 236. 

Hbbdomadal  Board,  Condenmation  of  Tract  90  by,  ^>proved,  102.  533. 

HsRBST,  charge  of,  as  applied  to  the  Tractarians,  193 — 195. 

HsT,  Dr.    Lectures  m  Divinity,  232.  293. 

HsTLJN,  Dr.    Qumquartictdar  History,  563. 

HOMIUBS. 

Quoted,  208.  212.  219.  226.  404.  406.  654. 

Their  value  as  expressions  of  the  mind  of  the  Church,  232.  Lowering  inti- 
mations respecting,  previous  to  1838,  185.  Their  teaching  evaded  and  miara- 
presented  by  Mr.  Newman,  86—95  \  misquoted,  96, 97* 

HooKBR.  His  views  on  Justification,  361,  362.  367.  His  Ecdesiastieal  Polity  quoted, 
234.  269.  326.  413.     His  Sermom  oa  HabbaOuk  1,  iv.  358. 

HoRSLBT,  Bishop.  His  Primary  Ckarys,  356.  366.  371.  Dissertatiom  om  ike  Prophecies 
of  the  Messiah,  479. 

Images.  Worship  of,  how  designated  by  the  Tractarians,  508 ;  by  Bishop  Hall,  t6i<l. 
Condemned  by  our  Church,  531. 

iNFALLiJULrrr,    See  Borne. 

Irbnjbus.     What  he  understood  by  Unwritten  Tradition,  198^201. 239. 

Jackson,  Dran.    Quoted,  600. 

Jrbb,  Bishop.    Pastoral  Theology,  232. 

Jesuits.  Their  example  in  China  and  Japan  a  warning,  186;  again  employed  as 
chosen  emissaries  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  492  ;  hideous  principles  of  their 
qrstem,  ibid. 

Jrwxl,  Bishop.  Quoted,  236.  His  challenge  respecting  the  writers  of  the  first  six 
centuries,  1 97.  236.  His  warning  on  the  subject  of  Tradition,  214.  His  defi- 
nition of  <<  The  Keys,'*  683. 

Justification.  See  Works.  The  point  of  attack  £rom  the  earliest  to  the  present  days, 
3M  \  the  Scriptural  truth  aa  clear  aa  it  is  simple,  357  ;  obscured  by  the 
Tractarian  system,  357.  361 ;  its  practical  effects,  360.  Views  of  Hooker 
and  the  Reformers,  358.  361.  See  Hooker.  Views  of  Mr.  Newman  and 
the  Tractarians  compared  with  our  eleventh  Article,  361 ;  language  to  which 
such  views  lead,  361. 

The  doctrine  on  which  hangs  the  whole  system  of  religious  truth,  362. 
The  corner-stone  of  the  whole  system  of  redemption,  366.  Not  to  be  con- 
founded with  sanctification,  362.  367.  Teaching  of  our  Church  in  her  Arti- 
eles  and  Homilies,  362,  36.3.  366,  367.  372.    Not  by  infused  or  inherent 
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[J raimcATiON]  rigliteoiiaMM,  965.    Views  of  B«now,  366.     Views  of  the  IVMtiiiini 

ingenioosly  but  ineffeetaallj  distingnished  firam  those  of  the  Roissiriiita,  966. 

loaepsrsbl  J  coDneeted  with  &ith  in  the  atonement,  436.    Hooker^  DimnnB 

on,  646.    Mr.  Faberls  Work  on,  646.    Mr.  Newman*8  fesHnl  MyBtidaBU, 

646.  367.  368. 

Not  H»plied  without  the  intenrention  of  the  Saenonents,  964.    Begins  in 

Baptism,  366.  662.    Ezpressions  <<  per  Fidem,**  ^  by  Fahh,**  and  «<tfaroogfc 

Faith,**  963,  364. 
Bj  Faith  only,  Luther^  deseription  of,  366.    Overlooked,  misfepneeented, 

or  disparaged  by  the  Tractarians,  47. 166.    Their  onmitigated  hostility  to  it, 

107.     Deseribed  by  them  as  <*  fundamentally  monstrons,  immoral,  and  anti- 
Christian,**  106;  as  '^poisoning  Chnstianity at  the  root,**iW.;  ''ahatefol, 

unchristian,  subtile,  and  extensiyely  poisonous  doctrine,**  iSbid,    Their  in- 

sttnetiTe  dread  of  it  should  quicken  to  its  more  Tigorons  and  zealous  defeoee, 

ibid, 

t    The  oontroversy  a  dispute  of  words,  368  ;  both  parties  equslly  orUiodoXi 

ibid.    Modem  theory  admitted  to  harmonize  very  doeely  with  that  of  Bishop 

Bull,  370 ;  affords  no  oountenanoe  to  the  Romish  Doctrine  of  Merit,  372. 

Principal  terms  employed  admit  of  Tarioua  senses  ;  danger  of  eonfosioii,  371. 
KsBLB,  Bbv.  John.     His  Sermom  oh  TradUioHy  178,  179.  161.  186.  193. 646.    His  Cb- 

tem  Patrmm  examined  by  the  Bishop  of  Calcutta,  188—198. 
Kbmpis,  Thomas  k,  quoted,  647. 
Kbnsall,  Rbv.  E.    His  answer  to  Dr.  Wateriand,  292. 
Kbn,  Bishop.    Service  appointed  for  edebration  of,  60. 619.* 
Latimbr,  Bishop.    **  Something  in  the  Bulteel  line,**  107.  His  views  of  the  Eodiaiist, 

411. 
Latington,  Bishop.    His  EiUbtuiaim  o/MModittt  amd  Papktt  compared^  63& 
LissoNs.    Seoond  Lessons  in  our  Service  said  to  be  oceasioiially  out  of  ehamcter  witfa 

the  time,  613.    Position  of  the  Minister  when  reading,  603.  62S. 
Lights.    See  CbmmtMtbn  TabU, 

Lincoln,  Bishop  of,  (Katx.)    His  Eodmattieail  History,  307.  290.  230. 831. 
LrruRGiBS,  Ancixnt.    Compared  with  that  of  the  Church  of  Enj^d  to  its  di^srage- 

ment,  48.  613»  614.  617.     Remarks  of  Dr.  Wiseman,  614. 
LiTUROT,  English.    Depreciated,  79—81.  612,  613.  628,  623.  627.    Lessons  to  be 

derived  from  the  changes  made  in  it  at  the  Reformation,  621.    Said  to  be 

deficient  in  pomts  of  Faith,  622. 
Lloyd,  Bishop,  (St.  Asaph.)    His  Sermom  on  Mw.  5<i,  490. 
LoRD*8  Supper.    The  only  way  of  receiving  the  Bread  of  Life,  specified  by  our  Low 

Himself,  362.    Language  of  the  Fathers  mystical  and  byperbotieal,  364. 
More  frequent  celebration  recommended,  609.  601 1  one  Commmiioo  loa 

month  at  the  very  least,  362.     Position  of  the  Afinister  at  the  Table,  695, 

604. 
M'Ilvainb,  Bishop.    His  examination  of  Traetarian  Catenas,  176.  ^ 

Mass.    Canon  of,  said  to  be  Apostolic,  48 ;  designated  the  Liturgy  of  St.  Fet«ri  *^ 

63.    Has  a  &r  greater  daim  on  the  deference  of  a  btyman  than  the  Pray«r 

Book,  62. 
Mradb,  Bishop  W.    HU  Sermon  at  the  Consecration  of  the  Right  Bevewn*  S.  fSo^ 

Assistant  Bishop  of  Virginia,  216. 
Mblancthon.    His  sentiments  on  Controvert,  16. 

Middlbton,  Bishop.    Quoted,  184.  „^im- 

Milnbr,  Dr.    His  End  of  JReliffiotu  Omtrocerty,  unanswerable  objectioil  i^  ^  P'^^'^ 

nary  proposition,  203. 
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MiNnmu    His  position  doling  DiriiM  Senrioe,  593.    Is  be  to  turn  bis  back  upon  the 

people?  608. 622. 
MmnTEaiAL  Authoritt.  On  what  ground  rested  by  the  RefonnerBy  262  \  its  founda- 
tion and  (ffigin,  276—278.  Warning  against  exaggerated  estimate  of,  279. 
296l  Assertion  of  Spiritual  olaims  not  to  be  obtruded,  280 1  example  of  the 
Apostlesy  ibid.  297.  Danger  of  high  prelensions  in  the  Priesthood,  296.  No 
sign  of  greatness  to  Taunt  of  authority,  298.  Importanee  of  expliuning  the 
origin,  nature,  and  extent  of  the  Ministerial  Commission;  320.  324  ;  danger 
of  overstrained  pretenaiMis,  323.  S28.  Analogy  between  the  Leyitical  Hie- 
larehy  and  the  Christian  Ministiy,  328 ;  no  typical  relation,  ibitL 

MmuTERiAL  Chabactbr.    Importance  of  to  the  Church,  26. 

JfonnaATioN.    Christian,  enforced.  16..30. 

JIffuicBLX-MATiNS.    Term  to  whom  applied,  604. 

Nbwman,  Rbv.  John.  His  character  by  the  Bishop  of  Exeter,  647.  His  high  esti- 
mation more  than  neutralized  by  Tract  90,  663.  Has  written  ably  against 
Bome,  566.  His  feaiAil  mysticisms  on  the  Doctrine  of  Justification,  646. 
His  praise  of  the  Method  of  Economy,  64. 

His  Ariam,  66.  216.  Letter  to  Dr.  Foamett,  63.  84.  Letter  to  Dr.  Jelf,  93, 
100. 110.  688.  640.  646.  54a  662.  LettertotkeBUkopofOxford^in.  Leeturee 
<m  B&maniam,  216.  Uetmee  on  the  CfturaA,  216.  Sermone,  333.  Leeturee  on 
JuetifieaHon,  361.  367,  36& 

NoN-JURORS.    Sympathy  of  the  Traetarians  with,  98. 

NoyxLTjxs.  Introduced  by  the  Traetarians  have  a  manifest  tendency  to  assunilate  us 
in  externals  to  the  Romish  Church,  624 ;  deprecated,  617--619 ;  interrupt  the 
the  harmony  of  the  Church,  ibid. ;  caution  from  the  example  of  the  Church  of 
Rome,  619. 

NowvLL,  Dr.    His  OoUeeMem,  364^ 

Obbuancb  at  the  name  of  Jeeus  shews  a  rererent  regard  for  the  Son  of  God,  620. 
Towards  the  Holy  Table  under  what  circumstances  objectionable,  ibid. 

OhcorofUtu    Mr.  Newman*s  commendation  of  the  system,  64. 

Orbbrs.     Purity  of  descent  in  our  Church  questioned,  62. 

Obdinancis.    On  what  warrant  to  be  received,  624.  626. 

Ordination.  Fonn  of,  transmitted  by  the  Apostles  for  perpetual  observance  of  the 
Church,  277. 

Ornambntb.  Judgment  of  the  Bishop  to  be  sought  where  Rubric  and  Canons  are  not 
dear,  622. 

OxffORO,  Bishop  op,  (Baoot.)  Puts  an  end  to  the  continuation  of  the  Trade  for  ike 
Timee ;  said  to  have  acquitted  the  Tiaetarians,  118. 

PA1.BT,  Archobaoon.    Referred  to,  680. 

Palmbr,  Rbv.  William,  of  Magdalene  College.  His  indiffdrentism,  73.  His  ana- 
thema, 496. 

Palmbr,  Rbv.  William,  of  Worcester  College.    His  TreaOee  om  tke  Churchy  234. 

Pbnancb.  An  unhallowed  device  ;  the  foulest  perversion  of  Godls  truth,  610.  How 
regarded  by  the  Traetarians^  ibid. ;  not  to  be  brought  into  controversy  with 
the  Romanists  of  the  present  day,  ibid, 

^mnuci^/iJbs.    Defended  by  Mr.  Newman,  64. 

PoPB,  Thb.  His  grand  blasphemy,  187.  Supremacy  of  not  to  be  made  a  prominent  point 
in  controversy  with  Rome,  62  ;  characterized  as  simply  "  an  event  in  provi- 
dence,*' 480  ;  '*  ordained  of  God,*'  488.  Not  essential  to  the  Unity  of  the 
Church,  624 ;  known  to  be  an  vmovation,  Udd.  \  unheard  of  during  the  first 
five  centuries,  ibid.    Oath  of  Supremacy  misquoted,  488. 

3a 
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PoPB  Pius.    Mr.  Fronde^  Tiewa  of  his  Oreedy  64. 

PopnT.  Name  too  eagerly  attached  to  much  which  is  of  the  sound  and  geniuiienb- 
stanoe  of  Chnroh  of  Enghmd  DiTinity,  476. 

Peaybrs  por  ths  DiAD.  Not  recognised  in  Scripture^  219 ;  unknown  in  the  apos- 
tolical age^  ibid, ;  had  their  origin  in  the  corioeitiea  of  the  second  centmy, 
ibid,  ;  nbolished  at  the  Reformation,  ibid. ;  at  first  retained  m,  subseqiwiitl; 
dispUieed  altogether  from  onr  liturgy,  ibid, ;  sinee  spoken  of  withtendemefl^ 
ibid,;  reviyed  hy  the  Nonjurors  and  the  Traetariana,  220;  eril  effects  of  their 
reTriTal9  226;  encouxagedhy  theTraetariansyfiOBylMMI;  dedsiTdydiniMinged 
by  our  Chuidiy  fMdL  619,  620.  696.  631.  667 ;  hnguage  of  the  Tnctariam 
on  the  subject  not  to  be  recognised  with  Christian  discretion,  609 ;  began  in 
poetzy,  and  ended  in  idolatry,  628 ;  tend  directly  to  the  notion  of  Pmgatoiy, 
62a 

pRATBRS,  extemporo  before  sermons,  coodemned,  689. 

PaATma  for  the  Churdi  Militant,  609. 

Pkatxb.    Seven  daily  hours  of,  a  firndful  and  unauthorized  arrangement,  619. 

PasACHiNG.  See  Sermom,  Importance  attached  to  it,  586,  686.  697;  oonseqoenceB 
of  its  neglect,  687.  698;  holds  the  highest  pUce  in  the  duties  of  a  ehristiaa 
minister,  607.  609 ;  exhibits  him  most  impressively  as  OodHi  smbaaaulor, 
ibid,  ;  an  instrument  appointed  and  honoured  by  God,  609.  Prepantien  re- 
quired for,  609—612. 

Systematically  disparaged  and  depreeiated  by  the  Traetariaos,  609.  Exeel- 
lent  men  divided  as  to  its  importance  from  the  earliest  days  of  the  Befomi- 
tion,  697 ;  testimony  of  our  C^iurch,  and  of  experience  to  its  relative  ^^ 
ibid, 

Prisst.    Christ  the  only  saorifieiDg  Priest  under  the  new  dispensation,  323, 324. 

Private  Judomsnt.  Limit  placed  to  it  by  our  Church,  214 ;  some  control  over, 
needed,  273 ;  danger  of  opposite  extreme,  ibid, ;  rei^nsibility  attached  to 
the  exercise  of,  274. 

Protsstantism.  The  religion  of  corrupt  human  nature,  106 ;  its  tone  of  doctrine  es- 
sentially anti-ohristian,  107. 

Psalms.  Singing  no  part  of  the  Liturgy,  689 ;  introduction  of  strange  versions,  59^^; 
to  be  given  out  by  the  Minister,  606 ;  Service  not  to  commence  with,  t^ 

Purgatory.    What  is  meant  by  the  Ronmh  Doctrine,  639.  546. 

Puritans.    Debate  between  them  and  the  Episcopalians,  689—696. 

PusiT,  Dr.  His  LeUer  to  the  Archbishop  qf  Canterbury,  117.  176. 387*  486.  517.  fi2l> 
622.  636  ;  a  <«  submissive  menace,**  1 19.  His  Letter  to  the  Bi^op  qfOjrfor^ 
117.  247.  387.  60a     His  Letter  to  Dr.  Jelf,  414.  479,  480.  484.  613, 614.  6Si 

Quarterly  Rxvibw.  Article  on  O^wd  Thedoffif,  66.  Article  on  Divines  qftheSevenr 
teenth  OerUury,  67. 

Rrvoriiation.  a  return  to  a  Scriptural  Creed  and  primitive  Practice,  476.  Princi- 
ple on  which  it  was  founded,  239  ;  duty  of  resolutely  defending  and  vindicat- 
ing its  principles,  201.  121.  138.  140. 

Disparaged  by  the  Tractarians,  46.  48.  166.  476.  478. 480. 496. 499.  Mr. 
Froude*s  views  of,  61.  Extract  from  the  British  Critic,  104—196.  A  deepe- 
rate  remedy ;  a  fearful  jugdment ;  a  deplorable  schism,  196,  That  ff^ 
schism,  480 ;  its  principles,  if  any,  most  be  receded  from  more  and  more, 
116.  121. 

Kbformbrs  ;  their  piety,  wisdom,  charity,  honesty,  learning,  judgment,  and  modera- 
tion, 167.  206.  228.  239.  476, 476.  621.  480l  600.  624.    We  a»  their  dcbtofl 
to  an  incalcuUble  amount,  497.     To  be  regarded  with  grateful  respect  an 
veneration,  486 ;  did  not  neglect  or  undervalue  antiquity,  487;  hssedt 
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[BiroaicsRs]  doetrines  of  our  Church  on  the  pure  Word  of  God,  634  ;  divested  the 
Church  of  the  mystery  in  which  it  had  been  shrouded,  and  disdosed  it  in  its 
Scriptural  form,  264 ;  thdr  views  of  Justification,  368 ;  their  blameless  lives 
and  painful  deaths,  206. 

Haligned  by  the  Traetarians,  486.  491.  496.  603.  619L  041 ;  not  to  be 
allowed  the  name  of  Martyrs,  107.    Hildebrand  and  Becket  held  up  to  admi- 
ration in  opposition  to,  491. 
BiOBifsaATS.    Term  used  by  our  Church  as  convertible  with  Baptized^  373. 
BioiNiBATiON,    See  Baptutiu    Scripture  and  our  Church  do  not  say  whether  it  is 
given  where  Bi^ytism  may  not  be  had,  374.    Given  alvfo^g  to  infimts,  and  to 
adults  rightly  reoeiving  B^tism,  375,  and  in  Baptism  anfy,  376.    The 
spiritual  grace  of  Baptism,  378,  879.    Takes  pkoe  in  game  9ente  cr  other  at 
Baptism,  379. 
RionrrftATioN  Act.    Has  frightfully  diminished  the  number  of  Baptisms  in  the  Dio- 
cese of  Exeter,  361.    Its  prejudidal  influence,  689. 
BiPiMTANCB.    See  <8!fi  qfter  Baptum.    Different  sense  applied  to  before  and  after 
Baptism,  395.    Mr.  Wordsworth's  views  of,  393^  &c.    Scriptural  views  of, 
389—391.  39ft-406.    Cases  of  David  and  Peter,  how  met  by  the  Traeta- 
rians, 391. 
Rbsbeyi.    QoeAkmemenL    Confounded  with  gradual  mitiation,  426.    Reserve  of  the 
early  Fathers  not  that  now  recommended,  436  ;  in  what  sense  its  necessity 
may  be  admitted,  436 ;  undue  development  of  divine  truth,  437--439.    True 
object  of  the  Tracts  on,  430—441 ;  exeluHve  and  ejepiioU  preaching  of  the 
Atonement  denounced,  441.     Doctrine  of  the  Traetarians  on  the  subject 
inoonsistent  with  the  duty  of  a  Christian  minister,  and  with  the  distinct 
requirements  and  provisions  of  our  own  Church,  424.  428.  431.  433.  436. 
467 ;  connected  with  the  denial  of  forgiveness  of  sin  after  Baptism,  468 ; 
deprives  the  sinner  of  motive  to  repent,  and  of  comfort  in  repenting,  427* 
Opposed  to  Scripture,  426L.429.  434,  436;  violence  done  to  Scripture  in 
attempt  to  maintain  it,  446.  448—463.    Opposed  to  the  practice  of  our  Lord, 
430.  443-^7,  and  of  his  Aposties,  430.  433.  467.  462 ;  the  commands  rather 
than  the  example  of  Christ  to  be  the  rule  of  his  Ministers  in  preaching,  456. 
St.  Panl*s  meaning  in  the  expression  '^preaching  Christ  crucified,**  460; 
argument  from  experience,  431.    Question  at  issue  confused  and  misrepre- 
sented, 461—463.     Important  truths  on  which  the  Traetarian  theory  rests 
nusplaoed  and  abused,  463.    Attempts  to  vindicate  the  system  refuted,  426. 
The  endeavour  to  reserve  the  doctrine  of  the  Atonement  unavailing ;  the 
Bible  in  the  hands  of  all,  467 ;  its  indiscriminate  distribution  censured,  IhitL 
Meaning  attributed  to  him  disclaimed  by  the  author  of  the  Tracts  on 
Beserve,  469  ;  terms  employed  obscure  and  incautious,  470.    Unfavourable 
prepossession  removed  in  some  instances  by  perusal  of  the  whole  treatise, 
470.    Object  indicated  by  the  titie  very  dilTerent  from  suppression,  ibitL  ; 
rather  a  protest  offomti  Beserve,  471.    Treatise  deficient  in  practical  direc- 
tions, ibid  ;  how  far  profit4>le,  472. 
RiCHAaDs,  Bay.  W.  U.    His  audacious  CaieOikm,  96. 
BiDLST,  Bishop.    His  views  of  the  Eucharist,  411. 

BoMi,  Chubch  op.  All  mention  of  her  peculiar  tenets  lost  very  far  short  of  the 
Apostolic  age,  and  not  resumed  in  Scripture,  206.  An  idolatrous  Church, 
491.  Her  idolatries  equal  to  the  worst  that  ever  prevailed  in  Egypt  or 
Canaan,  479.  Her  religion  resembles  heathen  mythology  rather  than  the 
doctrine  of  Scripture,  522.  Her  frauds,  impieties,  and  superstitions,  524. 
Has  debased  the  apostolical  form  of  sound  words ;  superseded  the  apostolical 
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[Roiiiiy  Church  or]  6omiiiiMi<m ;  oomipted  the  i^KNrtolicftl  oommunioii,  403.  Bnliili 
in  her  Mnrioe  the  fnJdtim,  pumotOB,  and  imaginatioas  of  men^  478.  Chane- 
terised  by  the  Bishop  of  Down  and  Connor,  486 ;  hy  the  Bishop  of  Oxford, 
495.  Rot.  xviil  4.  applicable  to  her  in  spirit^  468.  Is  in  a  state  Sehiam  if  not 
of  Apeetsej^  dotted  by  idolatiy  and  superatition,  482.  Her  eivoiaaB  much  op- 
posed to  tmlh  and  godliness  now  as  at  the  BefoimatioiH  48a.  Her  delnsiTe 
attractions,  621.  Has  engendered  a  monstrons  brood  of  snpeitftitioius  622. 
Her  domineeting  nsoipation  and  false  teaching,  368.  No  criterion  of  Ca«k>- 
liekm^  624.  Her  key-stone,  pretended  in&lliUUty^  490. 202.  204. 906L  2I& 
474.    Is  a  branchy  however  corrupt,  of  the  Church  Catholic,  492. 

BeriTal  of  the  eontroreny  between  Rome  and  the  Anglican  Chwrch,  197. 
206 1  wherein  it  oonsistsy  206 ;  impoitanoe  of  studying  it,  2&  36.  Points  in 
dispute  on  the  subject  of  Tradition,  201, 202. 

Her  abominations  not  to  be  kept  out  of  sight,  482.  Her  erran  in  Faith  to 
be  made  subjects  of  admonition,  iiUL  Her  sins  not  to  be  thought  lightly  o^ 
490.  Her  doetrines  not  to  be  rs-^>propriated,  eren  at  the  risk  of  a  Tsst 
apostacy  to  her  eoraniunion,  487.  491.  Solemn  duty  of  protesting  against, 
498,  494.  Dangerous  employment  of  shaping  our  course  as  near  as  poasibie 
to  the  shoals  of  Romanism,  477* 

Industriously  complimented  by  the  Trsctarians,  478,  479,  480.  482,  483. 
486.  488,  489.  499.  601.  607-  612.  623.  Her  fiMilts,  enormities,  and  corrup- 
tions, extenuated,  478.  Her  errors  and  supemtitaons  regarded  with  tendemeas, 
68.  J66.  186.  Only  apptan  to  be,  <»  may  perhtqi$  be  idohUnus^  64.  110. 
Her  devotional  services  commended  at  the  expense  of  those  of  our  own 
Church,  482,  483,  484.  491.  499.  630.  6I7.  612. 

Reunion  with,  earnestly  desired  by  the  Traetarians,  98.  10&  113 ;  diffi- 
eahy  occasioned  by  Saint-worship,  109 ;  how  got  over  by  Mr.  Newman,  110. 
Rendered  impossible  by  the  sinister  policy  of  the  council  of  Trent,  473,  474. 
An  object  to  be  sought  with  prayers,  but  far  inferior  to  the  iaithftd  keeping  of 
of  the  truth,  474.  Proud  pretensions  ci  the  Bishop  of  Rome  a  bar  to 
reconciliation,  474.  486.  Not  to  be  restored  by  emhraoiBg  any  one  of  her 
enron,  490 ;  can  only  be  effected  by  embracing  all,  ibid.  Advantages  of,  de- 
soribed  by  Dr.  Wiseman,  490.  How  long  impossible,  498 ;  on  what  prineiplee 
to  be  expected,  600. 
Robinson,  AncHnnAOON,  referred  to,  674. 

Rubric.  Written  in  the  blood  of  its  compilers,  688.  Careful  obsorvanoe  of,  useful, 
if  tempered  with  judgment  and  discretion,  672.  677 ;  duty  and  advantage  of, 
674,  676,  676,  677-  617  ;  ought  not  to  be  stigmatized  as  popish,  677« 

Literal  obedienoe  to,  in  some  oases,  impossible,  673.  677  ;  has  no  value  in 
itself,  699. 
AUowed  disuse  a  iSur  dispensation,  673,  674.  677,  678,  679.  681,  662. 
RvLB  or  Faith.      Quotations  from  the  writings  of  the  Tmotarians,  216  —  217- 
Protestant  principle  robbed  of  its  truth  and  power,  47*    Not  to  be  made 
a  prominent  point  in  controversy  with  Rome,  62.      False  principle  as- 
serted, 180.      Its  history  and  evidenoes  not  to   be   confounded  with  the 
Rule   itself,    182.     Danger  of   admitting  a  false  rule,  188.     A  ^  joint 
rule**   will  never  long  consist   with   the  simplicity  of  the  Gospel^  184. 
Meaning  of  the  expression  '*  Regula  Fldei,*  in  the  eariy  Fathers,  198.  201. 
231 ;  Implied  to  the  Creed  by  the  Primitive  Chureh,  201.  230,  281.    The 
titie  not  given  by  our  Church  to  the  Scriptures,  201.    Nothmg  to  be  re- 
ceived as  part  of  which  is  not  read  in,  or  cannot  be  proved  by  Scripture,  iM, 
RussBLL,  Bishop.    Sgnmm  on  the  HisktnctU  Evidence  of  Bpueopaop,  236. 
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SACBAMMttTM,  Tms.  Sm  Btipiism,  EuahanU^  mi  The  JU^r^t  Supper.  ExooauTe  mni 
MToneoiu  news  of,  perfade  the^  wrttiaci  of  tbe  TrMteiuui  SGbo9l,  arising 
from  a  toadMi^  to  adopt  TfadittoaalpriMplefl,  364.  language  of  the  Tracts 
eiKopamd  whh  that  of  the  Cbwoh,  633b  To  be  duly  and  rerei^ntl^r  pef- 
foinied,6lS. 

Noi  meve  sigM  of  gnoe,  341 ;  tbe  iaatniiiients  of  our  union  with  Christ, 
413;  deelajBations  of  Hooker  and  Banow,  347,  348 ;  extent  to  which  our 
Church  carries  her  doctrine,  341— 349, 

Their  neeesaity  and  efficacy  saooesefuUy  urged  by  the  Traetarians,  342. 
Unbapfiiy  depreciated  by  good  men  in  our  day,  347* 
Sacufics.    Now  no  part  of  the  Christian  Ministry,  418 ;  term  bow  applied  in  the 
New  Testament,  ibid.    Notion  of  Sacrificing  Priests  at  Tariance  with  the 
Gospel  System,  174.    Atteioqpt  to  shew  that  a  sort  of  Sacrifice  is  made  in  tbe 
Eucharist,  490. 
Saints,  Invocation  of.    How  designated  by  the  Tractarians,  608  \  by  Bishop  Hall, 
ibid. ;  condemned  by  our  Church  in  her  Articles  and  Homilies,  531. 639.  667' 
What  is  meant  by  Uie  Romish  doctrine,  638.  646.    "  Ora  pro  nobis**  not  con- 
demned by  our  Article,  97. 
Sanctipxcation.    Not  to  be  confounded  with  Justification,  382. 
ScHniL    NoUght  evil  or  venial  sin,  289.  274. 302.  327.  336. 
ScHiBMATicfl.    Not  neeessanily  hereties,  289. 

ScHOLiPixLD,  Propissor.  Semtont  on  Scriptural  Grounds  of  Uiuan^  431. 834. 
ScRiPTURB,  Holy.  See  TnM^&Hon.  Deposited  firom  the  first  in  the  Church,  214 ;  no 
proof  can  be  furnished  of  tbe  actual  parentage  of  any  unwritten  portion,  202. 
Its  absoloto  oompletoness  a  vital  doctrine  of  our  Reformed  Church,  223 ; 
care  of  our  Churcb  to  secure  adherence  to  this  great  princi|^e,  225«^27.  A 
foil  and  soffieiei^  Rule  to  Christians,  214.  Its  sole  sufficiency  and  suprenwcy 
223.  Its  (Mtpremaoy  estaUiahed  in  our  Church  in  opposition  to  Rome,  227 ; 
testimonies  of  Irenseus,  Athanaslus,  Cyril,  Chxysostom,  Jerome,  Augustine, 
227.  Importance  of  adhering  to  the  guidanoe  of,  220.  Corruptions  conse- 
quent on  the  disuse  of,  197.  iD^licit  deference  due  to,  is  due  to  nothing  else, 
174. 

Its  true  rule  of  interpretation,  208,  209. 212. 236 ;  to  be  sought  in  our  For- 
mularies and  Creedi,  214.  233.  236.«>e43 ;  other  helps  to  the  just  interpre- 
tation of,  187. 224.  236 ;  the  four  first  Councils,  234.  Bequires  external  aid 
for  ito  due  interpretation,  196. 

Violence  done  to  by  Tractarian  writers,  446. 448 w468.  (See  Wtrrdsworth, 
Rev.  a) 

Its  jsaOakney  a  trumpery  princqde,  76.  188.    Tbe  Seconds^  teacher  of 
Divine  Truth,  178.    Depressed  into  an  attendant  and  expositor  of  Tradition, 
180. 
SasaiONS.    See  Preaehimg.    Two  on  eaiA  Sunday  recommended,  684. 699.    May  be 
enfbreed,  ibid,,  688 ;  ooosecpieocesvf  omiMion,  686.    Not  to  be  oonsidered  as 
esunent  a  part  of  the  worship  of  God  as  Prayer,  813. 
SavwiwwTH  OsMTVRT.    Divines  «f,  opposed  to  Traotariaas,  66—01.  178.  607,  608. 
SHAiir,  Abchbisiiop.    Sermons,  A\0. 

Short,  Bwiiep.    His  IRekury  of  the  Chmrdk  i^  Enplandy  200. 
fomm/SwoRm,  Dr.    MeveUtHon,  net  IredUieny  829. 
SiBfHOHpR,  Rrv.  W.    Dr.  PuseyV»  aeoonnt  of  his  conversion,  838. 
Sin  aptsr  Baptjsii.    See  Wordsteorth,  Rev.  O.    Doctrine  of  Ihe  Traeterians  robs  the 
Cl«pel  of  ito  fgisA  tidings,  and  Baptism  of  ite  genuine  efficacy,  381 ;  enoou- 
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ISiN  AFTER  BaptisiiI  ngM  the  diatiiietion  between  TenSid  and  mortal  aiiiytMd,  982; 
adnltentes  the  Word  of  Life,  404 ;  is  a  natuna  eonaeqiieiioe  of  flieirfiiBdi- 
mental  enow  on  Jostifieationy  405 ;  destioys  the  hope  of  peaee  with  God, 
384 ;  icjeetSy  ae  inapplicable  to  einnen  in  the  Christian  Cbaa^b,  mnoh  of  Oe 
most  intereeting  parte  of  God\i  Word,  890.  404.  (Jnwananted  by  SoiptoR 
and  oar  Chnrch,  383;  diametrically  oppoeed  to  the  New  Teetament, 384 ; 
and  to  the  teaching  of  onr  Artidee,  ibUL  391,  and  HomilieB,  397— 40i  383. 
889.    Parable  of  the  Prodigal  Son,  389. 

EztraetB  from  the  Tracts  on,  38&-388.    Dr.  Pnsoy'iB  viewB  on  the  sobjwt 
confi]8ed,387;  admitted  to  be  imperfect,  as  making  no  mention  of  AbsolntioD 
and  the  Eucharist,  407. 
Sfahbow,  Bishop.    Quoted,  822. 
Spbmcxr,  Bsv.  G.    His  Letter  to  the  Univen,  99.  113. 
SwLLiNOFLnT,  Bishop.    Kefened  to^  527. 678.  621.    Em  Utur0a9onaiUneu  <tf  Sepa- 

nUioN,  564. 
Strtpb.    Annaie  quoted,  003. 

Srunin,  Thiolooicai*    Should  be  directed  to  the  oontroyernes  of  the  day,  iR 
SuaPLici.    Use  of,  590, 591.  603. 

SuPRXMACY,  Papal.    See  Pope.  ^^ 

Tatlor,  Bbhop.    His  Z)!**!^!^/^^!^©!^^,  214. 227. 480.  639.   BisFidetJeimUy 
371.    BiaDuetorDubUatUittm,  663l  Remarks  on  introduotion  of  umntiw"** 
Ceremonies,  627. 
TowNSKND,  Bay.  G.    His  C^arffe  refenod  to,  629. 

Tractarians.  Th«r  Learning  and  Piety,  1.  23. 29. 133-.14a  159.  180.  W;  JJ^ 
Uprightness  and  Sincerity,  134. 523.  Their  Meekneas,  Charity,  and  FoW- 
ance,  135. 144. 157.  Their  Zeal,  Combination,  and  Eneigy,  10.  ^^'}V' 
142.  Their  Activityand  Perseverance,  41.  624.  Their  Reverence  for  1^ 
Gopacy,  117. 189. 145. 147.  151.  Their  Deference  to  Authori^,  647.  «»• 
Theur  Love  for  the  Church,  146.  . 

Tieatment  to  which  they  have  been  exposed,  124. 134. 142. 144. 148.  xn»J 
views,  in  whole  or  in  part,  those  of  our  best  Divines,  146.  ^^•"^^^^ 
peiBons  who  will  condemn  them,  157.  Their  opponents  heid  up  as  wanMs 
disturbers  of  the  Church's  peace,  176.  Their  feelings  towards  the  ^^^^ 
tion  not  inconsistent  with  attachment  to  our  Church,  603.  '^^**°^ 
made  for  thorexpresMons  towards  the  Church  of  Rome,  SOL  ^^P?!;^ 
.planation  of  some  of  their  most  offensive  eiprosoJons,  606.  Charge  of  ropei/ 
unjust  and  uncharitak)le,  607.  a.--nifflit8, 

Have  been  useful  in  urging  the  necessity  and  efficacy  of  the  ^""^^T^ 
342.354;  in  promoting  a  stricter  observance  of  the  Rubric,  576 1  iB  ^^^'^''^ 
ike  pittan  ^f  the  R^ormathnfrom  obRvUm,  167. 
See  Traotarianumf  benqfieial  ^eets  nf.  ^, 

Their  Command  of  the  Press,  104.  Their  eantion,  and  politic  ^n^ 
ment,64.97.  First  defection  from  th^  ranks,  59.  ^'^■^^^  ^  *7^j^^ 
proceedings,  and  future  operations,  114.  117.  121.  Their  avowed  object  ^ 
unprotestantize  the  National  Church,  624.  Their  decided  l»as hi ^"^^ 
Rome,  494.  {SeeJBo«4f.)  Depart  widely  from  the  Protestant  stfiti^^ 
Bishop  Hall,  whom  they  profess  to  follow,  608.  Their  want  of  filM*  ^'^ 
and  reverence  for  the  English  Chuioh,  517,  6ia  Hold  exeessive  asd  ^ 
neons  views  of  the  Christian  Sacnunents,  354.  Their  zeal  too  bas^*^ 
discriminate,  161.  ^trtisi 

Their  character  as  Controversialists,  8.    Tortuous  criticisni  •n<^  ^ 
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[Taactabians]  extcacta^  t'^tdL    Their  treatment  of  their  oppooentB,  8. 172 ;  pan  over 
their  arguments  in  silence,  172—174. 

Results  of  their  efforts  very  unfortunate,  611.  Their  Secession  no  serious 
loss,  120 ;  a  lesser  evil  than  the  success  of  their  design,  ibid.  Why  they 
should  remain  in  the  Church  a  perplexing  question,  113;  their  supposed 
motive  for  so  doing,  113, 114. 
TiiACTARiANiSM.  One  of  the  most  eventful  epochs  in  the  history  of  the  TCnglwIi 
Church,  11 ;  an  arduous  and  momentous  conflict,  12.  Its  origin,  ph)£pres8, 
and  development,  40—132.  123—125, 126.  Its  professed  object,  41.  Ought 
to  be  trea^  with  circumspection  and  forbearance,  125.  No  new  controversy^ 
128.  Bepresents  a  contrsst  of  opinions  which  have  always  existed  in  the 
Church,  ibid.  Different  and  opposite  views  of,  129.  An  attempt  to  counteract 
an  existing  religious  system,  130  \  reality  and  prevalence  of  the  evil  against 
which  it  was  directed,  131.  Has  in  no  one  instance  received  the  formal 
sanction  and  approval  of  any  member  of  the  Episcopal  Bench,  127.  Duties 
to  which  it  gives  rise,  15--30.  Hopes  as  to  its  issue,  122.  167.  650.  663. 
Character  of  the  Movement,  124,  125, 126.  129.  185.  627.  633.  639,  640, 
641.  The  revival  of  an  oft-refuted  system  derived  essential  from  Roman, 
630.  The  last  novelty  of  the  day,  1.  At  variance  with  Scripture  and  our 
Church,  38.  153.  544.  Involves  the  doctrine  of  Justification  in  obscurity, 
357.  361.  Opposed  to  the  Reformation,  10.  213.  (See  RtformaHon.)  Dan- 
gerous to  the  Church,  5.  7.  9.  11. 34.  126.  637. 

Tendency  of  the  movement  towards  Rome,  1. 5.  8.  10.  41.  46.  48.  51.  53. 
57.  97,  98.  100.  lOa  137.  637.  Threatens  the  revival  of  the  worst  evils  of 
Romish  superstition,  628,  629.  Its  disposition  to  exaggeration,  167.  Tends 
to  generate  an  inadequate,  superficial  and  superstitious  religion,  628 ;  to  sub- 
stitute formality  for  true  devotion,  170.  329;  to  revive  unauthorized  Eorms 
and  Ceremonies,  164 ;  to  undermine  the  whole  fabric  of  the  Reformation, 
and  of  the  Gospel,  180 ;  to  disturb  the  peace  of  the  Church,  34.  39. 138.  529. 
541.  582 ;  to  cause  scMsm,  138.  151.  156.  637 ;  discord  and  distraction,  34. 
39.  138.  16&  170.  529,530.  541.  582. 631.  639. 

Effects  of  the  movement.  On  the  young,  1.  6.  101. 163.  180. 519.  521.  529. 
530.  637, 638, 639 ;  on  the  unlearned,  5.  212.  Neglect  of  the  Word  of  God, 
628;  Exaltation  of  the  Church,  Tradition,  the  Sacraments,  self-righteous- 
ness, ibid»  633;  a  lowered  tone  of  practical  religion,  628 ;  cold  and  barren 
orthodoxy,  630;  over-scrupulous  observance  of  non-essential  forms,  171. 
511 ;  revival  of  bygone  follies,  ibid,  518,  519.  Its  effects  in  India,  1.  186. 
630 ;  destruction  of  the  spirituality  of  our  missions,  631. 

Beneficial  effects  attributed  to  the  movement,  149—171.    Successful  vin- 
dication of  some  most  important  duties  and  principles   of  the   Christian 
.  Church,  152,  156 ;  its  union,  discipline  and  authority,  149.  151. 161,  162. 

165,  166 ;  better  understanding  of  its  polity,  164 ;  revived  inquiry  into  its 
constitution,  158.  166.  Defence  and  explanation  of  Catholic  and  Apostolic 
principles,  161. 157.  Practical  sense  of  our  Corporate  Character  as  Christians, 
159. 162.  267.  270.  273.    Revived  assertion  of  Apostolical  Succession,  153. 

166.  Juster  views  of  the  miuisterial  function,  154.  Stricter  attention  to 
the  Rubric,  151.  159.  163.  170.  Due  observance  of  Fasts  and  Festivals, 
151,  152.  165.  Self-denial  and  discipline,  155.  Stimulus'  to  systematic 
piety,  159.  162.  166.  596.  Necessity  and  efficacy  of  the  Sacraments, 
159.  166.  Spirit  of  inquiry  among  theological  students^  161.  Revived 
study  of  sound  Theology,  166.  169 ;  of  doctrines  of  the  Primitive  Fathers, 
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ITractauanhm.]  158.  I  ML  Awftd  MBBe  of  Hhn  mystwy  of  umui^  redamption,  161. 
Encnuuig  Mnae  of  the  gult  and  erik  of  sehiflniy  1«6.  Resoue  of  Um 
PflUoB  of  the  Refomuitloii  tnm  oMinon^  167. 

Has  the  good  or  evil  prepondented  P  160, 161.  16S.  169. 

PveyeittlTee  or  Remedies  for  the  otSs  retolting  from  tho  Moyement,  644— 
663.  SeriptnnJ  Teaehing,  644-j649.  668.  EodesiMtieia  dieoipliiie,  654- 
666.  More  minute  ezamiiuktion  of  CendidAtes  for  Holy  Ordev§»  661.  Re- 
Tival  of  ConTocation,  649—664. 667—669.  Patienee,  Piayer,  Hmnble  Trast 
in  Ood,  662,  66S. 
TmAcrs  roa  thb  Timib.  Undertaken  with  laudable  motivesy  23.  167.  161 ;  in  some 
cases  prodnctiTO  of  important  benefit,  28.  Their  declared  object,  42. 149. 
Their  fiiTouiable  reception  accounted  f^r,  43.  64.  Secession  among  admiren 
of,  66.  Brought  to  a  doee  by  recommendation  of  the  Bish<^  of  Oxford,  104. 
146. 147.  Their  language  often  painfully  obscure,  e^roeal,  and  ungusrded, 
166.    Their  erroneous  opinions  completely  refuted,  172. 

Quoted.  ATo.  16.  86  ;  No.  31.  481  ;  No.  36.  46  ;  No.  38.  607.  640;  No. 
52.  46.  No.  61.  86.  No.  63. 48.  613.  No.  67.  381.  No.  98.  386,  387.  ^0• 
69.  388.  No.  70.  479.  No.  71.  47.  61.  216.  414.  479,  480,  481.  60a  510. 
614.  No.  76.  49.  483,  484.  610.  619.  No.  78.  216.  No.  79.  602.  No.  00. 
361.429.439.440.446.460.  iVb.  81.  48.  JVo.  86.  79.  216.  No.  96. 78.  US. 
613, 614.  No.  87. 439.  440.  441.  442.  609.  No.  89.  79.  No.  90.  215.  480. 
48&  613.  617.  632—671.  Advertisement  to  toL  2.  46.  46.  Reeordt,  No.  10. 
683.  iVo.  26.614.  JVo.  34.  617.  iVb.  36.  683.  JVb.  41.  617.  640. 
Taagt  90.  Its  publication,  ostensible  and  real  objects,  81.  101.  637.  646.  666.  Ita 
most  mischieYous  principle  examined,  649—669.  Wherein  Its  eiTor  oonasts, 
632.  Condemned  by  the  Hebdomadal  Board,  102 ;  their  censure  approred, 
ilnd.  633 ;  defended  by  all  the  principal  Tract  writers,  103.  Important  u 
an  authentic  declaration  of  the  principles  of  the  party,  103 ;  opened  the  ejea 
of  many,  104.  Described  by  Mr.  Dalgaims,  100.  The  author'b  principle 
examined,  and  the  manner  in  which  he  applies  it,  667,  668. 

Its   disastrous   effects   on    the   younger   members  of    the  Unirersity, 
101.     Its   offensive    language  with   reference  to   the   Reformatioo,  104. 

Erades  and  misrepresents  the  teaching  of  the  Homilies,  86 96 ;  misqaotee 

them,  96,  97.  Its  sophistry  and  evasion,  81.  84,  86.  637 ;  its  dishonest  ca- 
suistry, 85  ;  its  unfaimess,  86.  102 ;  its  dangerous  tendency,  683 ;  ita  neces- 
sary consequences,  646  ;  its  principles  of  interpretation  examined,  648—559 ; 
endangers  the  integrity  of  Subscription,  638 ;  at  variance  with  the  intentions 
of  the  compilers  of  our  Articles,  640;  and  with  the  Royal  Dechtfaiion,  ii* 
663;  destroys  the  value  of  our  Articles  as  a  standard  of  our  Ohristisn  &ith, 
633 ;  an  elaborate  attempt  to  explain  away  the  real  meaning  of  the  Articles, 
and  to  accommodate  them  to  Romish  doctrines,  637.  Its  inteipretation  of 
Artides  VI.,  XI.,  XII.,  XIII.,  XIX.,  XXI.,  XXII.,  XXV.,  XXVIIL, 
XXXI.,  XXXV.,  XXXVII.,  642,  643.  646.  64ft-J»69.  669.  Diificulty 
occasioned  by  explicit  denunciation  of  the  Romish  doctrine,  hoif  met  by  tbe 
author,  82.  86—96 ;  his  sophistry  exposed,  84—86.  A  process  tor  asoertsin- 
ing  the  truth  the  very  contrary  to  that  prescribed  by  our  Church,  645.  In- 
decent; offensive;  absurd;  incongruous;  unjust;  unsound;  sophistiesl) 
647.  An  uneatholic  and  sdiismatical  procedure,  649.  Discordant  with  the 
principles  and  practices  of  our  Cfhurch,  662.  The  most  daring  attempt  ever 
yet  made  by  any  of  her  Ministers  to  neutrntSse  her  distindSve  doctrines,  550. 
Ita  uncandid  and  tortuous  criticism ;  ita  intricate  and  subtle  exphmatioii}  ^' 
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[T&ACT  90.]  A  diflboneat  ooiune  tending  ioeonrupt  the eonsdenoe,  nnddeelroy  all  con- 
fidenee,  MO.  Ite  disingennolu  mibtletiefl,  fiOO.  The  sonroe  of  no  unreasonable 
alann,  664.  One  of  the  methods  by  which  Rome  has  belofe  songht  to  beguile 
us  of  oar  common  aensey  504.  Disturbs  the  peace  of  the  Church,  ibid.  An  in- 
teipretation  by  which  the  Articles  may  be  made  to  mean  anything  or  no- 
thing, 060.  Contorts  the  Articles,  but  not  so  much  as  CalTinistio  inter- 
preters have  done,  665.  One  of  the  most  dishonourable  efforts  of  sophistry 
ever  witnessed  in  theological  discussions,  541.  Has  more  than  neutralised 
the  high  estimation  of  its  author,  562. 

Tradition.  Said  to  be  the  primary  teacher  of  Dirine  Truth,  178 ;  to  form,  with 
Scripture,  the  Role  of  Faith,  178,  179 ;  to  include  unwritten  as  well  as  writ- 
ten Tradition  178.  184  ;  to  be  still  a  mode  of  hnparting  Dirine  Truth  in  the 
Church,  193 ;  this  idea  favoured  by  our  Church,  195.  Spoken  of  as  equally 
from  God  with  the  Bible,  195 ;  as  <^  interpreter  of  Scripture,  196. 

Its  true  use  and  value,  182.  Is  just  and  proper  evidence,  ibid.  Has  no 
share  in  the  standard  of  revealed  TVuth,  183.  Is  not  of  co»ordinate  autho- 
rity with  Scripture,  ibid,  214.  222.  The  quagmire  of  Tradition  and  the  Eter- 
nal Rock  of  Scripture  no  joint  foundation,  187*  Testimonies  of  Bilson, 
Bishop  White,  Dr.  Jackson,  Arefabisfaop  Bramhall,  Bishops  Sanderson,  Tay- 
lor, and  Patrick,  Archbishops  Sharps  and  Potter,  Doctors  Brett,  Leslie, 
Waterland,  Bishop  Yanmildert,  and  Mr.  Bingham,  adduced  by  the  Bishop 
of  Calcutta,  188 — liKS.  In  what  sense  Irensus  speaks  of  an  unwritten  Tra- 
dition, 198 — 200.  On  what  the  controversy  between  the  Churches  of  Eng- 
land and  Rome  turns,  199^200.  Jewish  and  Roman  Churches  impaired  by 
deference  to  Tradition,  205.  Not  the  interpreter  of  Scripture,  but  vice  versA, 
200 — 211.  Dependant  on  Scripture  as  the  parasite  on  the  tree  which  sup- 
ports it,  but  which  it  gradually  overspreads  and  smothers,  211.  Its  reception 
as  part  of  Revelation  involves  the  necessity  of  investing  some  human  autho- 
rity with  in&llibility,  213b  The  over  valuing  it  the  ground  of  all  Romish 
errors,  214.  217.  Its  reduction  to  a  secondary  station  the  first  step  to  our 
religious  Reformation,  217.  Not  the  implement  for  digging  in  the  mime 
of  Go4*s  Word,  226.  |ts  use  in  establishmg  facts,  226 ;  in  the  interpreta- 
tion of  Scripture,  229.  Its  value  as  testimony,  not  as  authority  properly  so 
called,  230.  Its  undue  prominence  in  the  Tractarian  system,  238.  Deplorable 
proof  of  its  uncertainty  and  insufficiency,  ibid,  Tractarian  statement  respect- 
ing its  authority  fallacious  and  untrue,  241.  Their  claims  on  behiJf  of 
Tradition  should  be  established  by  miraculous  evidence,  264.  Difference 
between  them  and  their  opponents  not  one  of  principle  but  fact ;  of  sound 
more  than  of  substance,  244— -248.  Are  their  professions  on  the  subject  to  be 
trusted  ?  247--248. 

Transubstantution.  See  EucharitL  Not  to  be  made  a  prominent  part  in  contro- 
versy with  Rome,  52.  04. 414.  608.  The  abundant  source  of  enormous  prac- 
tical evils,  414.  Its  primary  object  the  extravagant  exaltation  of  the  Rconish 
Priesthood,  ibid. 

Tanrr,  Council  op.  See  Thirty-niM  Ariielei,  and  TVoct  90.  Attempt  to  prove  its 
decrees  not  irreconcilable  with  our  Thirty-nine  Articles,  examined  and  ex- 
posed. 81_96. 

Ultra- pROTSSTANTisM.  Said  to  be  more  like  Popery  than  the  doctrines  of  our  Church, 
412. 

UNrrv.  Christian  Unity  enforced,  ]5_30.  334.  336—338.  340.  Its  inconceivable 
value,  269.  274.  Results  annexed  to  it,  269.  On  what  basis  to  be  demred, 
500.    Correct  definition  of  Church  Unity,  288.    What  is  the  Unity  which 
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the  Scriptures  demand  P  336.    Diaragud  of  Charoh  Unity  oecMioned  by  the 

usurpation  and  false  teaehing  of  the  Ghuidi  of  Rome,  338—340.    The  Toy 

subject  made  a  cause  of  multiplied  dlTisionsy  499. 
V  AN-EsPBN.    His  interpretation  of  the  Canon  Law  in  the  matter  of  oeremonieo,  027. 
VAN-lfiLDnT^  Bishop.    His  X^^  p/  Waiedemd,  236.    His  Lddmnif  480.    Oppoaed  to 

the  Tnustarians  on  the  Rule  of  Faith,  102. 
VicToaiA  ),  capb  xlv.    Refwred  to,  30. 
ViNCBNTius  liiBiNBNsis.    His  mle  admitted  in  its  fuUest  sense  for  proper  ends,  182. 

When  Htfely  adopted,  222. 
ViKOiN  Mart.    DoTotion  to,  exaltation  and  interoeesory  power  of,  110. 
ViTRiNOA.     7%e  Ckmrek  and  ike  Sytngogne^  268. 
Waks,  Abchbxshop.    Diteomrm  <m  (ke  Emiaruif  410. 
Wall,  Rb v.    Hidory  of  InJuMt  Baplim,  289. 

Ward,  Rsy.  G.  W.    His  Few  More  Words  m  StqppoH  </  Tract  90,  614.  61?. 
Watirland,  Dr.     Use  and  Valme  of  Amtiqmiy,  228.  230.  238,  237.    Cam  nf  Arimn 

SubeenpHonj  232,  233.    lUplf  to  KeltaUy  284,  286.    Quoted  on  the  Rale  of 

Faith,  191. 
Watrr.    Not  to  be  mixed  with  wine  in  the  Eucharist,  619.  628. 
Whatrlt,  Archbishop.    His  Kingdom  o/Chrid  quoted,  422. 
Whitoift,  Archbishop.    Sermon  hrfore  Qeeen  Mixahdh,  290. 

WiNCHBBTXR,  BiSHOP  OF,  (Sumnrr).  His  ilf MtMsrioI  Cftomofar  ofChrid  teSamd  to,  431. 
Wurman,  Dr.    Letter  to  Mr,  Newman,  lOO.   Lettorto  tie  Eari  of  SkrewAmy,  479.  4»IL 

614.    Zeeftifw,  208. 
Wordsworth,  Rby.  Charlrs.    His  Sermon  on  EvangeUealRepentanee,  388.  393^  &e. 

His  views  of  Ministerial  Absolution,  ibUL    His  treatment  of  the  panbles  in 

Luke  XT.  389.    His  extraordinary  perversion  of  the  18th  Article,  303.     His 

flagrant  perversion  of  Scripture  in  the  esse  of  the  Corinthians  and  Simon 

Msgus,  398,  399.    His  comment  on  Rev.  ii.  21, 22.  and  Rev.  iiL,  20,  400. 

The  translation  of  the  word  wu^e^m,  401-U04. 
WooDGATR,  Rrv.  A.    His  Bri^Anal^  qfthe  TraoU  on  Heeerve,  471. 
WoRRS.    See  Juet^iooHon,    Not  in  the  remotest  degree  meritoriously  instromentalto 

Justification,  382.  386.  660.     Cannot  justify  fdudly  or  in  part,  308.     Are 

still  objects  of  reward,  386. 
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«*«  By  reference  to  the  folhtoing  Index  the  paraffrapks  of  every 
Charge  may  be  read  coneecuiively  as  they  etand  in  the  documents  from 
which  they  are  taken.  The  paragraphs  omitted  have  no  relation  to 
the  Tractarian  controversy. 
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DUBLIN, 

1641. 

HEREFORD, 
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Abstinbncb.    Efficacy  attributed  to,  707 ;  general  rule  of,  709. 

Ai:.TAR.    Indicates  an  oblation,  417 ;  loas  of  the  term  firom  our  Communion  Service 
wgnificant  of  a  judicial  visitation,  ibid,  ;  use  of  inculcated  in  the  19th  cen- 
tury !  418  ;  a  desideratum  in  the  English  Church,  419. 
To  be  utterly  taken  down,  607.    Directions  for  preparation  of,  709. 

Altar  Cloths.    When  to  be  white,  violet,  scarlet,  black,  green,  &c.  709. 

Ambrosb,  St.  His  life  and  miracles,  by  Mr.  J.  Albany  Christie,  111 ;  his  prayer  and 
intercession,  ibid. ;  yearly  commemoration  of  in  the  Anglican  Church,  112. 
Quoted  by  Hooker,  374. 

Andrxws,  Bishop.    His  Disoourge  on  Jusi{ficaHon,  346. 

Angbls.    The  nine  orders  of  good,  709. 

Apocrtpha.    Quotations  from  by  Messrs.  Xewman  and  Perceval,  359. 

Apostolical  Succbssion.  Held  to  be  indispensable  to  the  efficacy  of  the  Sacraments 
by  Messrs.  Fronde,  Perceval,  Palmer,  Keble,  and  Newman,  44.  321.  332. 

Arnold,  Dr.  His  view  of  the  origin  of  Tractarianism,  40.  His  ChrisHan  Life,  346. 
331.  504.  His  remarks  on  the  moral  and  inteUectual  faults  to  be  discovered 
in  the  writings  of  the  Tractarians,  245.  His  wish  to  restore  certain  practices 
in  the  Church  compared  with  the  desiderata  of  the  Tractarians,  504. 

Articlss,  39.  How  iar  corrected  or  explained  by  the  Liturgy,  364.  561.  The  opinions 
of  the  framers  not  to  be  regarded,  538. 

Athanasius.    His  exposition  of  John  vi.  opposed  to  that  of  Bishop  Phillpotts,  352. 

Atonsmbnt.  See  Reserve,  No  Scripture  warrant  for  the  use  of  to  stimuUte  the 
affections  in  order  to  the  conversion  of  the  hearer,  441.  Not  to  be  promi- 
nently or  explicitly  put  forward,  469. 

AuoiTSTiNB,  St.  His  view  of  heretical  Baptism,  307.  'Quoted  in  the  Homily  on 
Common  Prayer,  345.  374. 

Austin,  St.    His  exposition  of  John  vL  opposed  to  that  of  Bishop  Phillpotts,  362. 

Balaam,  thr  Son  of  Bsor.    His  **  truly  Protestant  spirit  !**  408. 

Baptism.  Perfection  of  in  the  opinion  of  Hooker,  305, 306 ;  Lay  and  Heretical  Bap- 
tism valid,  307,  308.  Graces  possessed  previous  to  reception  of,  374,  375. 
Regeneration  may  be  given  where  Baptism  is  not  received,  ibid.  Strong 
language  of  old  Divines  as  to  the  benefits  of  explained,  344,  345 ;  in  what 
sense  called  "  Baptism  for  the  remission  of  sins,***  the  **  new  Birth,**  &c.  ibid. 
A  sign  of  Regeneration,  373;  a  seal  and  pledge  of  spiritual  grace,  380. 
Teaching  of  our  Church  not  fairly  stated  by  Bishop  Phillpotts,  373. 

Barrow,  Dr.    His  views  of  Baptismal  Justification,  348, 349 ;  of  Justification  by 
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[  Barrow,  Dr.  ]  inhereDt  rigkteoiisneas,  349.  Quoted  by  the  Tnctaruuis  in  sapport  of 
their  Tiews,  348. 

Brckit,  Thomas  a.  A  light  of  the  Church ;  a  blessed  Saint  and  Martyr  of  the  Moit 
High,  491. 

Bbnson,  Rbv.  C.  His  D%$cour$e$  upon  TradMon  and  Epuoopaeff  ;  notice  of  by  tlM 
British  Critic,  701. 

Bernard,  St.  Quoted  by  Hooker  on  Remission  of  sins  in  Baptism,  349 ;  on  Bap- 
tismal Regeneration,  374. 

Brysridor,  Bishop.  His  language  concerning  Baptism,  346^  Erroneously  quoted 
by  the  Tractarians  in  support  of  their  doctrine  of  Baptisinal  Justificition, 
347. 

Bible.  **  The  Bible  and  the  Bible  only**  an  unfortunate  watchword,  47.  195.  Dr. 
Hook's  substitute  for  it,  196. 

BicKRRSTBTH,  Rbv.  Edward.    His  Diffine  Warning  to  the  Churchy  referred  to,  643. 

Bird,  Rbv.  C.  S.  His  Defence  qf  the  Principles  qf  the  Enghah  R^ormaHonj  10.  40. 
133. 135.  506.  His  view  of  the  origin  of  the  Traetarian  System,  40.  Hit 
Pamphlet  on  Reserve,  472. 

Bishops.  Reverence  for,  see  Iraetariant,  Condemn  without  any  thorough  under- 
standing of  the  views  they  censure  ;  necessary  effect  of  such  eondemnatioD, 
6w  119.  Praise  without  reading,  178 ;  condemn  without  reading,  or  knowing 
any  of  the  details,  472.  51 1.  Their  ignorance  of  Ecdesiastical  history,  173 ; 
are  relieved  in  their  distress  by  Mr.  Goode,  ibid,    Accused  of  heresy,  174 IH 

195.  Have  been  the  cause  of  the  recent  secessions  to  Popery,  688.  609.  The 
Church  harassed  by  the  publication  of  their  Charges,  695.  No  good  ever 
came  of  their  conference,  651.    Not  to  be  trusted  as  Patrons,  687. 

Irish,  "  Lady  De  Grey's  Wild  Irishmen,*'  696. 
Bradford,  Bishop.    His  Ditcour$e  on  Baptiemal  RepeneraHon,  378. 
Brbviaribs.    Annual  importation  of  Roman  and  Parisian  Breviaries  into  Oxford  by 

Mr.  Parker,  for  devotional  purposes,  530., 
British  Critic.     Quoted,  2a  34,  35.  44.  46,  47.  65. 144.  161.  172, 17a  174.  194, 19ft. 

196.  224.  248.  368.  406.  473.  483.  491.  513.  525.  52a  62a  686.  707. 

Its  curiousapology  for  Mr.  Froude*s  "  ironical  turn,**  65;  Mr.  Paliner*8  riew 
of  the  case,  ibid.  Its  progressive  principles,  224.  529.  Its  treatment  of  the 
Bbhop  of  Gloucester,  472 ;  of  the  Margaret  Professor  of  Divinity,  601.  I^ 
sympathy  with  Rome,  497  \  Mr.  Palmer's  account  of,  ibid.  Review  of  Hn> 
Trollope*B  Vicar  nf  WrexMUy  688.  Its  notices  of  Anti-Tnu;tarian  Publi- 
cations, 700,  701.     False  citation  from  Heylin^s  Life  of  Laud,  705. 

Brogdbn,  Rbv.  Jambs.  liiustrations  of  the  LUurgjf  and  Ritual^  598 ;  omission  of 
Bishop  Phillpotts  in  quoting  the  title  of,  ibid. 

Broths.    When  to  be  abstained  from,  709. 

Brownb,  Archdbacon.    His  Charges  quoted,  470.  509. 

Bull,  Bishop.  His  theory  of  Justification,  370, 371  \  refuted  by  the  Bishop  of  0«or7i 
ibid, ;  adopted  by  Dr.  Pusey,  371. 

BuTTBR.    Not  to  be  eaten  in  Lent,  709. 

Calcutta,  Bishop  op  (  Wilson)  His  Sermon  on  the  St^ffieieneg  qf  Heig  Scripture,  91 
12a  192.  His  view  of  the  origin  and  rapid  progress  of  the  Traetarian  moTe- 
ment,  41. 123;  of  its  effects  in  India,  ibid.  His  fears  confirmed  by  the  testimony 
of  the  Bishop  of  Madras,  ibid.  His  Charge  of  1843  quoted,  194.  His  ex- 
planation of  the  term  heresy  as  applied  to  the  Tractarians,  194. 

Calbndar,  Christian.  For  the  use  of  Members  of  the  Established  Church,  extrsctt 
from,  709. 
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CALV1MX0T8.  Licence  aMumed  by  interpretation  of  the  Articles  compared  with 
that  of  the  TractarianSy  666. 

CANDLasncKs.    Triangular,  611. 

Canonb.  Infraction  of  may  be  excoBable  and  proper  in  the  present  state  of  the  Angli- 
can Communion,  112. 

Cashsl,  Abchbishof  op  (Lawrbncb).  His  VUUation  qf  the  Siuwi  Church,  367.  R^* 
marks  on  Mi,  Newman's  Leeiuret  an  JutHfioaticn,  368. 

Cabsock.  Various  kinds  decribed,  624.  The  Drawing  Room  Cassock  ;  the  VttUatwn 
Cassock ;  the  cheapest  dress  a  poor  Curate  can  wear ;  saves  the  waistcoat  and 
trowsers  ;  anything  may  be  worn  under  it,  ibid.  Mr.  Michael  Gatheroole^ 
Cassock,  ibid.  Proposed  resumption  of  by  fifty  persons  in  London,  on  Ml- 
chaelmas-day,  ibid, 

Cabwall,  Bxv.  Hbnry.    His  Prophet  cfihe  Nineteenth  Century,  124. 141. 

Catxna  Patruu.  Conspicuous  place  occupied  by  the  Nonjurors  in  the  Tractarian 
CatensB,  99. 386.  410.    Remarks  on  the  character  of,  by  Mr.  Ooode,  704, 

CxBEifONiBS.  Use  of  Popish  forbidden,  60.7-  Ceremony  of  Washing  the  feet  on 
Maunday  Thursday,  708. 

Chargxs,  Episcopal.  The  Church  harassed  by  their  publication,  696.  See 
Biehape, 

Chasublbs.    Use  of  to  be  reyived,  616. 

Chexsb.    Not  to  be  eaten  in  Lent,  709. 

Chbstxr,  Bishop  op  (Sumnbr).  '*  One  of  the  extreme  of  the  Ultra-evangelical  School,** 
33.  His  Charge  ''as  flagrant  a  tampering  with  the  received  doctrines  of  our 
Church  as  the  Vatican  ever  exhibited,*'  696.  His  treatment  by  Mr.  Per- 
ceval, 41.  298.  334 ;  by  Bishop  Phillpotts,  260.  270,  271.  343,  344.  360.  Said 
to  reject  statements  borne  out  by  Catholic  consent,  414. 
His  views  of  Justification  compared  with  those  of  Mr.  Newman,  368. 

Chsstbb,  Diocbsb  op.  Progress  of  Traetarianism  in,  33.  Church  Statistics,  33.  In- 
ference from  the  state  of,  629. 

CmcHBSTZR,  Bishop  op  (Qilbbrt.)  Practical  proof  of  the  value  attached  by  him  to 
Mr.  Goode*s  Divine  Rule  qfFaiih  and  Practice,  173. 

Chrism.  Use  of  in  Baptism  and  Confirmation  a  desideratum  in  the  English  Church, 
419. 

Christian  Rkicbmbrancbr.  Its  attack  on  Mr.  Croker  and  the  Quarterly  Review, 
67 ;  quoted,  700. 

Christix,  Albany  J.,  Esq.  His  Work  on  Holy  Vtrgim^,  HI  ;  his  dedication  to 
the  Virgin  Mary,  ibid,  ;  a  disciple  of  Mr.  Newman,  ibid, ;  would  restore 
the  Daily  Sacrifice,  Celibacy  of  the  Clergy,  Confession,  and  Nunneries, 
112. 

Church.  Undue  exaltation  of,  267.  332.  <«^6r  Sabbaths,**  269.  Said  to  be  ^<  a  not 
less  mysterious  part  of  the  Divine  Economy  for  the  Salvation  of  Sinners  than 
the  death  of  Christ,**  332.  **  Has  the  power  of  dispensing  grace  through 
rites  of  its  own  appointing,**  341.  The  six  general  Laws  of  Holy  Church, 
709. 

Church,  Anglican.  Its  present  low  state  described  by  Mr.  Albany  J.  Christie,  111, 
112.  Its  outward  notes  partly  gone,  and  partly  gomg,  114.  **  The  one  ap- 
pointed means,**  266L  Its  treatment  by  the  Tnctarians,  603.  Its  ministers 
bound  by  that  exposition  of  the  letter  of  Scripture,  which  it  has  adopted, 
364. 

Church  Establisrmsnt.  An  "incubus  upon  the  the  country,'*  62 ;  compared  by 
Mr.  Froude  and  the  Anti-Churoh-rate  A|^tators  to  the  Upas  tree,  ibid. 
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Church  and  State.  Remarks  of  the  Bishop  of  Lincohi  on  the  reUtioiu  of,  fiSSL  711 
—713.  Union  of,  its  design  snd  object,  712.  The  Choreh  does  not  reaga 
any  of  the  powers  conferred  upon  it  by  its  Divine  Foonder,  ibid.  Opinions 
hare  recently  been  put  forth  wholly  incompatible  with  the  maintenance  of 
the  Union,  713.  Consequences  to  the  Church  if  the  Union  were  diasolvedy  ibid. 

Church,  Episcopal  in  Scotland.  Dr.  Pusey  hints  at  retirement  to,  145.  A  purer 
source  of  orders  than  the  English,  697. 

Church  of  Scotland.    A  Church  according  to  the  English  and  Irish  canona,  SOI. 

Church  Intslliobnoir.  Deplorable  instance  of  the  £ditor*B  bigotry,  303.  Its  treat- 
ment of  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester,  427.  Query  on  the  Revival  of  exorctsm, 
620.    Advertisement  from,  693. 

Clark,  Rbv.  J.  A.     His  Glimpses  qf  the  Old  World,  40. 

Clrxbns  op  Albxandria.  His  interpretation  of  John  vi  opposed  to  that  of  Bishop 
PhiUpotts,  362. 

Closb,  Rbv.  F.  The  WriUen  TradiHon,  267.  His  Sermon  on  the  F\flh  of  N&vembfr, 
notice  of  by  the  Briti^  Otito,  701.     His  Tendency  qf  Church  Prineiples,  643. 

Communion,  Lay.  The  only  course  open  to  the  Tractarians  on  Mr.  Keblels  shewing, 
119.  145.596. 

Communion  Tablx.  See  Altar.  Its  positioa  according  to  canon  82nd9  693.  Lights 
to  be  placed  on,  623. 

Condbmnation.     See  Damnation. 

CoNFBssioN,  Auricular.  Attempt  to  enforce  it,  66.  628.  Described  by  Professor 
Powell,  66 ;  by  Bishop  Hail,  628 ;  by  Bishop  M'llvaine,  ibid.  Evil  efTecta 
attributed  to  its  neglect,  by  Mr.  Albany  J.  Christie,  112. 

CoNVBRTS  to  Popbrt.    See  Secession. 

Convocation.    Petition  for  restoration  of,  661.     Opinion  of  Gregory  Nariezen,  651. 

CoPB.  Not  to  be  worn  at  the  celebration  of  the  Lord*B  Supper,  607 ;  colours  of  on 
various  festivals,  709. 

Corporal  Cloths.    Description  of ;  marked  with  four  erossee,  616. 

CosTUMB,  Clbrical.  Petition  to  mforce,  624.  Recent  singularities  in,  tMdL  SeeCbsioc^. 

Cranmbr,  Archbishop.    His  views  of  Justification,  346. 

Crokbr,  Mr.    His  Article  on  Rubrics,  67 ;  abuse  of  by  the  Tractarians,  Hid. 

Cross.  To  be  placed  on  the  middle  of  the  Altar,  709.  Why  preferred  to  the  Crucifix 
as  an  emblem,  612.  To  be  disguised  wiih  conventional  shapes  and  decora- 
tions, 613.     Worn  on  the  scarf,  616. 

Crown.    Supremacy  of,  what  now  meant  by,  711* 

Crucifix.    See  Cross. 

*  *•  Crux  Fidblis.**    Extract  from  the  Hymn,  706. 

Daily  Sbrvicb.  Order  for  performance  of  had  reference  to  Clergy  without  cure  of 
souls,  616. 

Daloairns,  J.  D.,  Esq.    His  Letter  to  the  ^*  Univers,'**  in  extenso,  678-*6d0. 

Damnation.  Meaning  attached  to  the  expression  in  the  Communion  Service,  by 
Bishop  Phillpotts,  363,  effects  of  such  interpretation,  364 ;  not  justified  by 
the  original,  ibid. ;  a  great  stumbling  block  in  the  way  of  weak  brethren, 
ibid.  Parallel  expression  in  the  present  and  earliest  edition  of  the  Ho- 
milies, ibid.    View  taken  by  the  Bishop  of  Worcester,  ibid. 

Dbns.     His  complete  Body  qf  ZHmfUly,  quoted,  676. 

Dbvotions.  Continued  publication  of  Tractarian  manuals  in  defiance  of  the  Bishop 
of  Oxford,  630 ;  specimen  of,  611.  619.  628.  630.  Devotions  oomrnemorative 
cf  the  Passion,  extracts  from,  707.  Devotions  for  the  Holy  Communion, 
extTKpiB  from,  708. 
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AtoKfiiw.  Htaning  of  the  word,  in  1  Cor.  xi.  29^  363.  How  explained  by  Bishop 
PhillpottBy  UmL 

DmciFLts,    Pictore  of  the  divciplea  of  the  Tractazian  School,  by  Mr.  Paget,  625. 

DisbBNT.  Fallacy  of  sappoaing  that  it  can  be  checked  only  on  Tractarian  principles ; 
state  of  the  Dioeeae  of  Cheater,  629. 

DiS8BMTXRa.  **  Orthodox,**  298.  Treatment  of  by  the  Tractarians,  301.  303  ;  to  be 
regarded  as  excommnnicate,  301. 

DuBUN,  Abcbbibbop  of  (Whatxly).  Notice  of  by  the  Editor  of  the  Church  InUUi- 
ffenetr,  696.  His  heresies  compared  with  those  of  Luther,  ibid,  194.  His 
Kmfdm  qfChriti,  695. 

Edinbuboh,  Bishop  op  (Tbrbot).  His  Charge  quoted  on  obseryance  of  the  Rubric,  579. 

Bogs.    When  allowed,  709. 

Epxboopacy.  Bererence  for,  see  Traetarians,  '*  No  church  can  exist  without  it,  nor 
any  christi^  man,  no  not  so  much  as  in  name,**  44.  One  of  the  essentials  of 
religion,  332.  A  diyine  mystery,  ibid.  Communion  with  Christ  through  a 
Don-episoopal  iMSOciation  impossible,  333. 

EpnooPATiL    Has  been  aggrandized  to  the  depression  of  the  Presbyterate,  695. 

EucBA&isT^  Protestant  doctrine  of,  said  to  be  as  irreyerent  as  the  Sooinian  heresy,  194. 
Tractarian  views  of,  266, 332.  Miracle  of,  greater  than  that  at  Cana  of  Galilee, 
409.  Doctrine  of  the  real  presence  how  held  by  the  Tractari^uis,  40Q ;  ex- 
plicitly taught  in  their  manuals  of  devotion,  708.  ExtrfUits  ffom  Mr.  Froude 
and  his  Editors,  Messprs.  Williams,  Palmer,  Newman,  Pusey,  Renouf,  Hook, 
408—410.  Opposite  view  of  Archbishop  Wake,  410 ;  passage  suppressed  in 
Dr.  Pusey*B  Catena,  ibid.  Any  local  presence  whatever  denied  by  our  Church, 
412.  Extract  from  Bishop  Porteus,  412  ;  from  Hooker,  413.  Mr.  Froude*S 
translation  of  the  word  irouTrf,  416.  Reserved  as  the  reward  of  habitual 
piety,  425, 
Eubbbiub.  His  exposition  of  John  vi  opposed  to  thai  of  Bishop  Phillpotts,  362. 
EvANOBLiCALs.  Scs  UUro^Proietkmis,   Cleave  to  the  soul-destroying  heresy  of  Luther, 

on  the  subject  of  justification,  368. 
ExBTBB,  Bishop  op  (Phillpotts).  His  prophetic  condemnation  of  Tract  90,  152^ 
Seems  to  contradict  himself  in  speaking  of  the  views  of  the  Tractarians  on 
Tradition,  193.  His  unjust  animadversions  on  the  charge  of  the  Bishop  of 
Chester,  with  reference  to  his  Definitions  of  the  Churph,  270.  271. 350,  and  of 
the  Sacraments,  343,  844—350.  Objects  to  the  use  of  the  words  Rites  and  In- 
stitutions, as  applied  to  the  Sacraments,  350.  His  comment  on  Acts  IL 
40^-42.  272.  His  interpretation  of  the  expression  **  not  discerning  the  Lord^ 
Body**  differs  from  that  of  our  Church,  353,  agrees  with  Mr.  Froude  and  his 
Editors,  408»  His  explanation  of  the  word  **  Damnation  *'  in  the  Communion 
Service,  353.  at  variance  with  that  of  the  Bishop  of  Worcester,  $54.  Quotes 
incwreotiy  our  Churches  definition  of  a  Sacrament,  373.  Does  not  fairly  re- 
present the  teaching  of  our  Church  with  reference  to  Bi^tism,  ibid.  His  dis- 
tinction between  the  case  of  infants  and  adults  with  respect  to  the  grace  of 
Baptism,  not  in  accordance  with  the  teiMshing  of  our  Church,  376.  His  in- 
sinuation that  the  teaching  of  the  Tractarians  on  the  doctrine  of  the  Real 
Presence  has  been  misrepresented,  examined,  408 — 410.  His  interpretation  of 
John  vL  opposed  to  that  of  the  Fathers,  352.  His  assertion  that  we  know  not 
how  the  Body  and  Blood  of  Christ  are  taken  and  received  in  the  Lord's  Sup- 
per, 352.  His  angular  omission  in  quoting  the  title  of  Mr.  Brogdeu's  ///im- 
tratioiu,  596.  Seems  to  have  forgotten  the  fuffrfiptoy  r^  itfofilaSf  27 1. 
ExiTBR,  DiocBSx  OP.    State  of  not  to  be  wondered  at,  635. 
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EzoKciSM.    Its  Impracticability  in  the  prerait  day  questioned^  fi20. 

Fabsr,  Rev.  G.  a     His  PrimiHve  doctrine  qf  Jtuti/haiion,  368.  509 ;  notice  of  in  the 

Briiish  Cfritie,  701.    His  Provineial  Leiiers,  695. 
Fastino.    Pardon  bestowed  through  on  the  sinner,  and  rewards  on  the  rj^teons^  707. 

Boles  for,  709. 
Faussitt  PaoFXSsoR.     Articles  on,  m  Briti^  OriHe  and  Engluh  Churehmim,  691. 
Flowsrs.    Directions  for  adorning  Churches  with,  525.    What  oolonrs  to  be  chosen 
on  particuUr  days,  ibid.    Practice  advocated  by  Mr.  Paget,  525;  by  Mr. 
Newman,  i6td 
Font.    Edification  of  the  congregation  more  important  than  its  '^  significant  pantum,** 

592. 
Frouob,  Bbv.  R.  H.    His  Remains  quoted,  16.  35.  62.  66, 194. 267. 332. 538. 622. 635i 
697.     Part  u.  416. 

His  reverence  for  Episcopacy  697.  His  Letters  to  Mr.  Perceval,  4C  His 
Libel  on  the  Church  of  England,  62.  Would  rather  have  had  his  orders  from 
a  Scotch  Bishop,  ilnd.  Embarrassed  by  his  Ordination  engagements.  iAuL 
Accuses  Bishop  Jeremy  Taylor  of  heresy,  194.  His  views  of  the  Eucliarist, 
194.  266.  His  translation  of  the  word  xoicrrt ,  416.  Speaks  of  **  RevelatMm  in 
antiquity,**  248. 
FuLLXR.    His  Church  HUtory  quoted,  594. 

Garbbtt,  Professor.    His  Review  of  Dr,  Pusey*i  Sermon  on  the  Eueharisty  412. 
His  Bampton  Lectures,  423.  496.  643.    Description  of  the  treatment  received 
by  the  Reformers  at  the  hands  of  the  Tractarians,  496.    Notice  of  by  the 
English  Churchman,  701. 
Gladstonb,  Mr.    His  motive  for  separating  from  his  Tractaiian  brethren,  124. 
Gloucxbtir,  Bishop  of  (Monk).    Said  to  condemn  without  thorough  acquaintance, 
6.  472.    His  treatment  by  the  Tractarians,  427*  472 ;  pretended  change  in 
his  views  on  Reserve,  ibid, 
GoLiOHTLV,  Rsv.  C.  P.     His  Letter  to  the  Bishop  of  Ojtford,  147.  175.    His  Bnef 

Remarks  on  Tract  90  second  Edition,  703. 
Goods,  Rev.  W.     His  Divine  Rule  qf  Faith  and  Practice,  147.  175.  24a  704 ;  notice 
of  in  the  Britic  Critic,  172 ;  reviewed  by  Mr.  Ward,  ibid, ;  Mr.  Ward's  tes- 
timony to  its  utter  worthlessness,  173  ;  different  opinion  of  some  who  ''  seem*^ 
to  have  perused  it,  ibid.     His  Letter  to  the  Bishop  qf  Os^ord  on  eome  diffi- 
culties in  his  Lordship's  Charge,  143.  147.  175.    His  C^tse  as  ii  is,  244.  247. 
His  7\oo  Treatises  on  the  Church  by  Dr,  Jackson  and  Bishop  Sanderson,  146. 
189.     His  Altars  prohibited  by  the  Churth  qf  England,  419.    Relieves  the 
Bishops  in  distress,  173. 
Goodman,  Bishop  of  Gloucester.    His  zeal  for  union  with  Rome,  705.    His  attempt 
to  buy  the  See  of  Hereford,  706 ;  had  no  other  merit  than  his  money,  ibid, ; 
lost  both  his  election  and  his  bribe,  ibid, ;  died  a  papist,  ibid.    Eulogised  by 
Mr.  Oakeley,  ibid, 
Goodwin,  Dr.  Thomas.    His  Exposition  upon  the  Revelations,  125. 682. 
Gregory,  Nazianzen.    His  opinion  of  Episcopal  conferences,  651. 
Greslet,  Rev.  W.     His  motive  for  separating  from  his  brethren,  124. 
Grindall,  Archbishop.    His  Remains,  507.    Articles  of  Inquiry,  ibid.     His  iojune- 

tion  against  Antiphonera,  &c.  50. 
Hall,  Bishop.    His  sentiments  not  those  of  the  Tractarians,  146. 
Hallam,  H.  Esq.    His  ConsHtutional  History,  125,  126.  683.  69a 
Hammond.     Quotation  from,  on  Sin  after  Baptism,  385. 
Hampden,  Profsbsor.     His  treatment  by  the  Tractarians,  469. 
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Hawkins,  Dr.  His  Sermon  on  the  ApottoHoal  Suocemon^  173 ;  on  The  Dutp  <if  Pri- 
vate Judgment^  273.  On  The  Minitiry  qf  Men  in  the  Boonomy  qf  Oraee,  and 
the  danger  af  overvaluing  U,  416, 417. 

HsRiFORD^  Bishop  or  (Musoravb).  Quoted  by  Mr.  Perceval  as  ''a  certain  per8on/'418« 

HsaxsT.  Remarks  of  Bishop  Phillpotts  on  the  use  of  the  term,  176.  How  apptied  to 
the  Tractariansy  ltt4.  and  by  the  Tractanans  to  their  opponents,  ibid, 

Hburtlst,  Bbv.  C.  a.  Sertnons  b^ore  the  Univeraity  qf  Ojtfordy  review  of  by  Bfr. 
Ward,  406. 

'lepers  and  ^Apxup^hs.  Terms  applied  in  no  single  instance  by  the  AposUes  to  the 
Ministers  of  Christ,  417 ;  utteiiy  alien  from  oar  Chorch,  418.  Use  of  them 
inculcated  in  the  19th  century  I  ibid, 

Hbtlin.  L^e  qf  Laud,  false  citation  from  in  the  British  OriHe,  706.  His  notice  of 
Bishop  Montague,  ibid, 

HiLDSBRAND.  Alight  of  theChurch;  a  blessed  Saintand  Martyr  of  the  Most  High,  491. 

HoARB,  Vbry  Rbv.  Dban.  His  Letter  on  the  Tendency  qf  the  *  Tract*  for  the  Timet,* 
referred  to,  643. 

HoMiLiBS.    Quoted,  344,  346,  346.    Misquoted  by  the  Tractarians,  702,  703. 

HooK^  Dr.  Adopts  Dr.  Pusey*s  views  of  the  Eucharist,  as  developed  in  his  Sermon 
before  the  University,  410.  His  Letter  totheBiehop  qfRipon,  103.  638.  668. 
Takes  his  stand  with  Mr.  Newman,  is  proud  to  call  him  his  friend,  103. 668. 
Determines  to  act  as  a  party  man,  103^  Agrees  with  ''the  very  principle 
advocated  in  Tract  90,**  103.  Is  quite  satisfied  with  Mr.  Newman^S  explao*- 
tion,  638.  His  substitute  for  the  '^  unfortunate  watchword,  <  the  Bible  and 
the  Bible  only,*  **  196. 

HooKBR.  His  EeoleaiasHcal  Polity,  306—307.  348, 349. 413.  His  views  of  justification, 
369 ;  of  the  Real  Presence,  413  ;  of  the  true  perfection  of  Baptism,  306, 306 ; 
of  Lay  Baptism,  305.  306. 307 ;  of  the  connection  of  grace  and  remission  of 
nn  with  Baptism,  348.  His  authority  impugned  by  Mr.  Newman,  370.  Ex- 
planation of  passages  quoted  from,  by  the  Tractarians,  349. 

HooKWBLL,  Dr.    Extract  from,  693  ;  its  author,  ibid, 

HoopBR,  Bishop.    Sermon  onJutt\/ication,  346. 

HoRB  CANONIC&    Extracts  from,  619.  707 ;  its  supposed  author,  78. 

HvMN.  Singing  of,  before  and  after  service,  allowed  by  Queen  Elizabeth*lB  injunctions, 
606. 

Jacob,  Rbv.  G.  A.    His  Sermon  before  the  University  of  Oxford  referred  to,  643. 

Innocxnt.    a  blessed  Saint  and  Martyr  of  the  Most  High,  491. 

Institutions.  Objection  of  Bishop  Phillpotts  to  the  use  of  the  term  as  applied  to  the 
Sacraments,  350. 

Jackson,  Rev.  Thos.  His  vindication  of  the  Wesleyan  Methodists  against  the  misre- 
presentations and  censures  of  Dr.  Pusey,  1 02.    His  character  of  Tract  90,  ibid, 

Jbromb,  St.    His  exposition  of  John  vl  opposed  to  that  of  Bishop  Phillpotts,  362. 

Jbrusalbm.     Mr.  Newinan*8  imprecation  on  the  Bishop  of,  114. 696. 

Jbwbl,  Bishop.     Condemned  as  a  heretic,  195 ;  a  teacher  of  yesterday,  491 . 

JusTiPicATiON.  Lutheran  doctrine  said  to  be- ''radically  and  fundamentally  monstrous, 
immoral,  heretical,  and  anti-christian,**  1 94 ;  *'  the  most  subtle  and  extensively 
poisonous  heresy  that  ever  has  infected  the  Church,**  194.  Mr.  Newman^ 
theory.    See  Newman,    Theory  of  Bishop  Bull,  370. 

Faith  the  only  instrument  in,  366.  Meaning  of  the  words  By,  Through, 
Of,  Per,  Propter,  *Ek,  Aick,  364.  Three  things  must  go  together  in,  344 ;  what 
required  on  behalf  of  mao,  344.  How  fiur  connected  with  Baptism,  346-349. 
Views  of  Hooker,  369 ;  of  Cranmer,  Hooker,  Hooper,  Andrewes,  Beveridge, 
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[  JusfiFiCATioN.]  BuTow^  oontnsted  with  thoM  of  Meura.  Newman  and  Posey,  341^ 
847, 348, 349. 

The  controveny  said  by  the  Biahop  of  St.  Dayid*B  to  be  a  dispote  of  wordsy 
368 ;  attempt  to  prove  the  contrary  by  extracts  from  the  Bfitith  Cri^  Ifr. 
Newmao,  and  Hooker,  368-370. 

KiBLB,  Rsy.  JoBN.  His  general  acquiescence  in  Mr.  Fronde^  Tiews,  35b  His  view  of 
Apostolical  Succession,  44.  His  Letter  to  Mr.  JwHee  Ooleridgfe,  lOX  119. 
536. 538.  565.  573.  Defends  the  principle  of  Tract  90,  103.  His  Sermon 
on  Tradition,  245.  248.    His  alternative  of  Lay  Conminnion,  53& 

Kbn,  Bishop.    Service  in  Conmiemoration  of,  50. 

Knox.  His  Chrutian  Phihtophy  ;  contains  the  tmth  of  the  Tracts  on  ReBerve,  with- 
out its  errors,  472. 

Kf»^fia.  See  DamruUion.  Meaning  of  the  word  in  1  Cor.  xi  27—34,  and  in  Bom.  ziiL  2, 
353.    How  used  by  our  Church,  ibid. 

Laud,  Archbishop.    "  Still  intercedes  for  this  Church,^  522. 

Laudian  Moybmbnt.    Compared  with  the  Traetarian,  125,  126. 

Lb  Mbsuribr,  Rbv.  H.    His  pamphlet  on  Reserve,  472. 

Lbb,  Propbssor.  His  Betneto  €f  Dr.  Pueef/'t  Sermon  on  the  Euehariti  quoted,  416 ; 
his  remarks  on  the  Catena  appended  to  it,  705* 

Letters  on  the  Kingdom  qf  Heaven.    Quoted  by  Bishop  M'Uvaine,  382. 

LicHPEBLD  AND  CovxNTRT,  BiSHOP  OF  (Rtdbr.)    HIb  Charge  quoted,  364. 

Lincoln,  Bishop  of  (Kayb).    His  views  of  the  Tractarians  in  1837  and  1843, 150. 

Liturgy.  How  far  it  corrects  or  explains  the  Articles,  364 ;  does  not  oontain  a 
8y8t0matic  statement  of  doctrine,  365. 

London,  Bishop  of  (Blomfixld).  Suppresses  Mr.  Richard^i  ^  most  andaeioiis  Cate- 
chism,** 96.    His  Sermont  on  the  Chun^^  173.  322. 

Lord^  Tablb.  Obeisance  to,  difficulty  in  explaining  the  intention  with  which  it  is 
performed,  620. 

tiUTHBR.    Hii  <' heresies,**  174. '' radical  and  fundamental,**  194. 

Lyra  Apostolica.  Quoted,  251 ;  by  Mr.  Newman  to  explain  a  passage  in  Tract  90, 
36. 

M'Halb,  Dr.     His  view  of  the  Romeward  tendency  of  Traetarianism,  126. 

M^LYAiNX,  Bishop.  His  Oxford  Divinity,  &c.  quoted,  147.  175.  346—349.  368.  382. 
Notice  of  in  the  British  Critic,  700.  His  Charges  referred  to,  472 ;  extract 
from  on  the  Method  of  E^nomy,  675.  His  view  of  the  origin  of  Traet- 
arianism, 40. 

Macmullbn,  Rby.  R.  G.  His  proceedings  against  Dr.  Hampden ;  obliged  to 
relinquish  a  curacy  in  Oxford ;  has  the  offer  of  a  curacy  from  the  Bishop  of 
Aberdeen,  62. 

Madras,  Bishop  of  (Spbncbr).  His  testimony  to  the  confusion  caused  by  the  Doctrine 
of  Reserve  in  the  Missionary  Church,  123 ;  his  Charge  of  1843  quoted, 
ibid. 

Manichbxs.    Their  rapid  progress  compared  with  that  of  the  Tractarians,  123,  124. 

Maniplb.    To  be  used  over  the  left  arm,  616. 

Manuals  of  Dbvotion.    Specimens  of  Traetarian,  707 ^709. 

Marsh,  Dr.    His  Tract  on  Justification,  371. 

Mary,  Qubbn.  Her  accession  and  reign  great  and  postive  advantages  to  the  Church 
of  EngUmd,  495. 

Mary,  Virgin.    Reverence  due  toj  a  subject  of  Protestant  profaneness,  483. 

Mblancthon.     How  regarded  by  the  Tractarians,  16. 

Mbller,  Rxv.  T.  W,     His  Dr,  Pusey  and  the  Fathers  referred  to,  415. 
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HfxRiT.    Views  of  Mr.  Newman  and  the  Tnetarians.  372. 

HdiLK.    Is  not  aooounted  to  break  a  fast,  709. 

SCjllbr,  Dr.    His  Letiert  to  Dr.  Ptut^^  423. 

HdiNOTsiu  Directed  to  turn  his  face  to  the  people  in  the  only  instance  in  onr  Service 
where  he  prays  for  them,  503.  Turning  his  back  upon  the  people  a  great 
point,  022.     His  Tarious  positions  during  Service,  ibid. 

Bf  iSBAL,  Roman.  Extract  from  to  throw  light  on  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Newman  in  mix- 
ing water  with  wine  at  the  Eucharist,  710* 

Itf  ODF.RN  RxLioiONiSTS.    Sco  UHra'Proiesionta. 

MoNTAOUB,  Bishop  op  Chsstsr.  A  great  Tractarian  authority,  705  ;  a  scoundrel  by 
his  own  acknowledgment,  ibitL 

MoRM ONiSM.  Its  rise  and  progress  compared  with  that  of  Tractarianism,  123.  Want 
of  personal  character  in  its  leaders,  141. 

Morris,  Rxr.  T.  E.  His  Sermon  before  the  University  of  Oxford,  522  ;  is  called 
upon  to  sign  the  22nd  Article,  523. 

JMosHSiM.    De  rebut  Chruiianortany  123, 124. 

jftfozLBV,  Rxv.  T.     Editor  of  the  Brituh  Criiie,  497. 

Nbwman,  Rbv.  John  Hbnrt.  His  general  acquiescence  in  Mr.  Froude*s  views,  35i 
His  retractation  of  the  "  very  hard  things**  which  he  had  written  against 
Romanism,  46.  97.  100.  669.  Resigns  his  Church  preferment  as  a  necessary 
preliminary  to  the  publication  of  his  Semums  on  SvbjecU  qf  the  Day,  110. 
Asserts  the  intercessory  power  of  **  the  Mother  of  God|**  ibid.  Character  of 
his Livet  <{/*  the  Saintt  anticipated.  111.  Specimen  of  his  pupils,  and  of  the 
effects  of  his  teaching,  tM<l»  His  advice  to  his  Rome- ward  disciples,  114; 
his  effort  to  keep  them  from  straggling,  126.  His  lamentation  over  the 
Church  of  England,  147.  Remarks  of  the  Bishop  of  Lincoln  on  his  present 
position,  150.  His  distinction  between  things  necessary  to  be  believed  and 
things  necessary  to  be  done,  245.  His  views  of  the  Eucharist,  267.  His 
theory  of  Justification  compared  by  the  Archbishop  of  Cashel  with  that  of 
Osiander,  367 ;  described  by  Bishop  Wilson  as  ''far  worse  than  Popery,** 
368  ;  identified  by  Mr.  Faber  with  that  of  Knox,  ibid ;  adopts  the  very  com- 
parison used  by  the  Papists,  369 ;  impugns  the  authority  of  Hooker,  370. 
His  views  on  the  Doctrine  of  Merit,  372.  His  imprecation  against  the 
Bishopric  of  Jerusalem,  114. 696  ;  remarks  upon  by  the  Editor  of  the  Irish 
Eeeleiiattical  Oaaette,  697.  His  ohcorofd*  and  ^^poKur/ibSf  669 — 677*  His 
misquotation  of  the  Homilies,  703.  His  practice  of  mixing  water  with  the 
wine  at  the  Lord's  Supper,  519.  710;  his  vindication  of  his  conduct  a  pain- 
ful sign  of  the  tendency  of  the  Tractarian  system  to  produce  a  moral 
obliquity,  519. 

His  Letter  to  Dr.  Jelf,  569.  668.  His  Lecturet  on  Bomanitm,  245. 248. 267. 
His  Lectures  on  JusHJicaiion,  367.  370.  His  Ariane^  422.  437.  His  Paro- 
ehial  Sermons,  vol.  vi.  332.  369.  His  Sermons  on  Subjects  qf  the  Day,  55.  110. 
114.  lia  120.  147.  267.  372.  409.  649  ;  not  published  when  tiie  Bishop  of 
Oxford  delivered  his  Charge  of  1842, 638. 

NoN-JURORS.  Character  of  their  Theology ;  its  effects  on  the  Tractarians,  98. 147. 
220. 

NoTiCBS.     Purely  eocleriastical  not  forbidden  by  1st  Vict.  c.  45,  30. 

'SowELhy  Dr.  His  Catechism  an  authorized  exposition  of  our  Church's  views,  365. 
Quoted,  380. 

Oakblby,  Rbv.  F.  His  Curate*^  **  most  audacions  Catechism,**  96.  His  defence  of 
Tract  90,  706.     His  eulogium  on  Bishop  Goodman,  ibid. 
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Oblation*  See  Aitar  and  EuoharUi,  Reetonlion  of  the  word  in  our  Comnmnion 
Service  Bignificant  of  God^s  mercy^  417  ;  a  pririlege  which  King  Charles  and 
Biflhop  Andrewes  had  not,  ibid.  Made  in  silence  a  sign  of  onr  hmniliatiim, 
t^idL     What  is  the  oblation  intended  by  Mr.  WilUams  ?  ibid. 

OkoM^  System  of,  669— 677«  Letter  to  Mr.  Newman  from  a  Member  of  Convo- 
cation^  671*  Letter  to  Dr.  Pusey  from  another  Member,  673L  Second  Letter 
to  Mr.  Newman  from  a  Member  of  CenTocation,  674.  Extract  from  a  Chai^ 
by  the  Bishop  of  Ohio,  675. 

Oriobn.    His  exposition  of  John  vi.  opposed  to  thai  of  Bishop  Phillpotts,  352. 

OasoRT  ANo  Fbans,  Bishop  or  (O'Brixn.)  His  TreaH&e  on  Juat^fioaUony  370.  Notiee 
of  his  Charge  by  the  Chruiian  Remembrancer^  700. 

Oxford,  Bishop  of  (Baoot.)  His  charge  of  *' gratuitous  agitation,*  26.  His  Intei^ 
ference  required  contrary  to  his  preyious  anticipations,  151.  His  Charjce  of 
1838,  how  regarded  by  the  Briiiah  OriHe,  151. 

Paokt,  Rbv.  F.  E.  His  Warden  of  BerHnffhoit,  not  published  when  the  Bishop  of 
Oxford  delivered  hiB  Charge  of  1842^  144 ;  sentiments  of  his  Lwdship  em- 
bodied in  the  character  of  Miu  Mary  CUnionf  143 ;  the  Novel  compared  with 
Mrs.  TroUope's  Vtoar  qf  WrexhUi,  688;  <*crownmg  perEdy**  of  the  autluMB, 
688.    Picture  of  the  Tractarian  disciples,  625. 

HiB  Talm  qf  the  VUlaffey  223.  266.  482.  493 ;  views  on  the  Suffictency  of 
Holy  Scriptures,  223 ;  practice  of  dressing  Churches  with  various  eoloiired 
flowers  commended,  525 ;  the  Church  of  Rome  said  not  to  err  in  mattora 
of  Faith,  482. 

His  MUford  Malvoiein,  495;  positive  advantages  of  dneen  Mazy^s 
accession  and  reign,  ibid. 

Palmer,  Rbv.  William,  of  Magdalen  College.  His  Leiler  to  a  ProieeUaU  OathoUe, 
52.  74.  His  views  on  Papal  Supremacy,  52 ;  on  Transubstantiation,  74 ;  his 
Anathema,  495;  his  Letter  to  Mr.  Oolightfy,  496. 

Palmbr,  Rbv.  William,  of  Worcester  College.  Attempts  to  shield  the  Teachers 
at  the  expense  of  the  Disciples,  55.  His  opinion  of  Mr.  Froude's  con- 
versation, 65 ;  of  the  theology  of  the  Nonjurors  and  its  influence  on  the 
Tractarians,  98.  His  views  of  Apostolical  Succession,  44.  His  character  of 
the  British  CriHe,  497-  His  oonnection  with  the  origin  of  the  movement,  44. 46  ; 
his  alarm  at  an  early  period  of  it,  ib. ;  his  ten  years  silence  and  inaction,  99 ; 
suspects  treachery  in  the  Church,  120 ;  his  motive  for  separating  from  his 
brethren,  124 ;  sscribes  the  condemnation  of  Tract  90  to  personal  hostility, 
&c,  668.     His  Narrative  qf  Events,  44. 46. 55. 65.  98. 120. 147. 195. 636. 668. 

Party.  Existence  of,  disclaimed  by  Dr.  Pusey ;  testimony  of  Mr.  Fronde  and  Mr. 
Palmer,  635. 

Pbarson,  Bishop.    Quoted  on  Sin  after  Baptism^  385. 

Pbrcbval,  Hon.  and  Rbv.  A.  P.  His  account  of  the  origin  of  Tractariamsm,  40. 
His  testimony  of  the  Colonial  Bishops  to  the  value  of  the  Tracts,  152.  His 
statement  of  the  relative  proportions  of  praise  and  censure  bestowed  upon  the 
movement  by  the  English  Bishops,  161.  163.  Summons  the  Bishop  of 
Sodor  and  Man  to  give  evidence  in  favor  of  Traetarianitm,  168 ;  his  Lordship 
bears  witness  to  the  great  good  done  by  the  Wesleyatu,  and  to  the  importance 
of  increased  attention  to  the  Thirty-nine  Articles,  ibid.  His  treatment  of  the 
Bishop  of  Chester,  41.  359  ;  accuses  his  Lordship  of  palliating  the  guilt  of 
Schism,  298. 334.  His  remarks  on  a  passage  in  the  Charge  of  the  Bishop  of 
Hereford,  4ia  His  explanation  of  Prov.  x.  12,  359.  His  view  of  the 
efficacy  of  Good  Works,  360.     His  motive  for  separating  from  his  Brethren, 
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124.    His  Letter  to  the  Bishop  qf  Chester,  41.  298  ;  Oolleotion  qf  Papers,  Ac. 
44.  61.  152.  168. 333. 418. 
PococK,  Dr.  Edward.     His  Comment  on  Rosea  xiv.  9.  with  reference  to  the  worthy 
participation  of  the  Lord^b  Supper,  353. 

^€yaKur/ihs»    See  ohcovofAitu 

Poisoning  Stbtbm.    Advocated  by  Mr.  Fronde,  635. 

Pools,  Bbv.  Atliffb.     His  Two  Lights  on  the  Altar^  623. 

PoRTxuSy  Bishop.    Lectures  on  St  MtUihew,  412  ;  quoted  on  the  Eucharist,  ibieL 

PowKLL,  Profbssor.  His  Sermon  at  St.  Martin's,  Oxford,  1841, 56.  Sees  more  than 
he  once  did  of  the  danger  of  Tractarianism,  56.  His  opinion  of  AuiicuUtr 
Confession,  ibid. 

Pratt,  Bay.  Josiah.  His  account  of  the  rise  and  progress  of  the  Tractarian  Move- 
ment, 40. 

Praybr.    Extempore,  before  Sermon,  allowed  by  the  Bishops  in  1660,  589. 

Pratbr  for  tub  Dbad.  a  desideratum  in  the  English  Church,  419.  A  Catholic 
practice,  528 ;  not  publicly  inculcated,  528  ;  effect  of  its  exclusion  from  the 
Prayer  for  the  Church  Militant,  520.  Cannot  be  retained  in  our  Church 
with  the  Sixth  Article,  509 ;  is  the  first  step  to  Popery,  ibid.  Specimens  of, 
from  Tractarian  Manuals  of  Devotion,  707*  Intended  publication  of  the 
VigUia  Moriuorumy  528.  530. 

PRXACHINO.    Importance  attached  to  by  "  our  best  Divines,**  598. 

Prbsbvtbrians.  Placed  on  the  same  footing  with  virtuous  Heathens,  Jews,  or 
Mahometans,  44 ;  their  ordination  said  to  be  invalid,  ibid. 

Prbsbncb,  Bbal.    See  Eucharist, 

Privatb  Judgmbnt.  Sermon  of  Dr.  Hawkins  on  the  duty  of,  273.  Views  of  Mr. 
Paget,  223 ;  of  the  BrUuh  CriHOf  224 ;  of  the  Beformers,  according  to  the 
British  OritiCyibid. 

PuROATORT.    Extract  from  Tract  on,  383. 

PnsBY,  Profbssob.  His  Letter  to  ike  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  6.  50.  123.  137.  145. 
150. 244.  414.  424.  436.  470.  472.  511.  528.  699.  His  Extracts  from  the 
Tracts  for  the  Times,  Ac.,  55.  His  Letter  to  Dr,  Jelf,  103.  521.  His  Earnest 
Remonstrance,  245.  His  Scriptwrai  Views  of  Baptism,  382.  His  Sermon  on 
the  Eucharist,  55.  407.  415. 

Vindicates  the  principles  of  Tract  90, 103.  Attempts  to  shew  that  there  is 
no  difference  in  principle  between  the  Tractarians  and  their  opponents  as  to 
the  Sufficiency  of  Scripture,  244.  His  recognition  of  Mr.  Renoufb  Tract  on 
the  Eucharist,  409 ;  suppressed  passage  firom  Archbishop  Wake,  410.  His 
description  of  the  rapid  progress  of  Tractarianism,  123 ;  his  application  of 
John  iii.  8,  123.  129.  His  views  of  Sin  after  Baptism,  382 ;  of  Venial  and 
Mortal  Sin,  ibid.  His  remarks  on  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester's  Charge,  427. 
His  want  of  ingenuousness  in  vindicating  the  Author  of  the  Tracts  on 
Beserve,  470. 

Quartbrlt  Bbvibw.  The  eyes  of  the  Beviewers  opened  to  the  evils  of  Tractarianism, 
57.  Article  on  Divines  of  the  17th  Century,  146 ;  on  the  Rubrics  and  Riiuai 
qfihe  Church  (^England,  591.  620. 

Qu^bn.    What  18  meant  by  her  Ecclesiastical  and  Civil  Supremacy,  712. 

Bbformation.  Intense  hatred  of  the  Tractarians  towards  it,  496.  Said  to  be  opposed 
to  Catholic  Antiquity,  35 ;  its  '^  Bationalist  spirit,  the  f  cvSoxpo^^n^f  of  the 
Bevelations,"  35 ;  the  ''  Odious  Beformation,"  57.  Its  disparagement  by  the 
Tractarians  accounted  for  by  Mr.  Palmer,  98 ;  attempted  explanation  of  some 
of  their  most  offensive  phrases,  505. 
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lUroRif  IRS.  Title  of  Mariyrt  denied  tbem,  34.  Hated  and  deapieed,  36 ;  not  to  be 
trusted  on  theological  queetionfly  iUi,  The  only  good  Reformers  Iuktb  been 
Asoetiosy  491. 

BioiNBRATioN.  A  chango  with  respect  to  privilege  and  capaeitj ;  distingoidied  firam 
RenoTation  which  is  a  change  of  character,  380.  In  adults  parUjr  precedes 
and  partQr  follows  baptism,  in  infuits  follows  after,  ibid.  Our  drareh  does 
not  assert  that  every  baptised  infiuit  is  regenerate  in  the  spiritual  meaning  of 
the  word,  375 ;  the  same  words  applied  to  every  lM4>tized  adult,  376.  fiztnet 
from  Archbishop  Usher,  375  ;  from  Bishop  Bradford,  378. 

RBomvniATiD.  Term  how  used  in  article  on  Original  Sin,  373 ;  use  of  by  Hammond, 
385. 

B>N0i7r>  Hn.  P.  His  pamphlet  on  the  Eucharist,  409.  413.  419.  recognised  as 
authority  by  Dr.  Pnsey,  ibid,  420.  His  deaderata  in  the  English  Clinrdi, 
419. 

Bbnovation.  An  inward  change  distinguished  from  Regeneration  which  is  an  outward 
one,  380.    See  Regeneration. 

RuBRVX.  Mr.  WiUiams^  remarks  on  the  Bishop  of  Glouoester^fe  charge ;  carefully 
avoids  the  detaUs  of  the  system,  427 ;  treatment  of  his  Lordship  by  Dr.  Pnsey 
and  Mr.  Williams,  ibid,  427.  Misquotation  firom  the  Bishop  of  Winchester's 
Minieteriai  Character  of  Chrut,  433.  Views  of  his  Lordship  and  Mi.  Wfl- 
liams  compared,  431,  432. 

Not  identical  with  Reverence,  436. 409. 470 ;  extract  from  sermon  by  Arch- 
deacon Samuel  Wilberforoe,  436.  Curious  illustration  of,  512.  Effects  of 
the  system  upon  the  Missiouary  Church,  1^3.  Real  question  at  issue  lost 
sight  of  by  the  Bishop  of  St.  Davids,  469.  Misrepresentation  by  Mr.  Wood- 
gate,  471.  Truth  of  the  Tracts  without  their  ersors  to  be  found  in  Scougal's 
Christian  Life,  and  Knox*e  Christian  Philosophy^  472. 

Richards  Rsy.  W.  U.  His  *^  Most  audacious  catechism,**  96 ;  suppressed  by  the 
Bishop  of  London,  ibid,,  reprinted  by  Mr.  Ward,  ibid* 

RiTB.  Use  of  the  word,  as  applied  to  the  sacraments  objected  to  by  the  Bishop  of 
Exeter,  350.  Term  so  implied  by  the  Bishops  of  Chester  and  St.  Davids, 
Bishop  Burnet,  and  Mr.  Newman,  and  in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  350. 

RoBSRTSON,  Rbv.  J.  C.    His  work  on  the  Litany,  591. 

Rous,  Church  op.  Said  to  have  imperishable  daims  upon  our  gratitude ;  our  elder 
sister  ;  our  mother,  474 ;  unfeigned  affection  for,  478.  Does  not  err  in  mat- 
ters of  faith,  482. 

RooD-LOPTS.    To  be  taken  down,  507. 

RuBRia  Silence  of  our  Bishops  a  virtual  dispensation  for  departure  from ;  testi- 
monies of  the  Bishops  of  Ripon,  London,  Exeter,  Salisbury,  Worcester,  and 
Edinburgh,  and  of  Mr.  Keble,  573.  579 ;  extract  to  the  same  elfeot  from  a 
Letter  to  the  Rev.  W.  J.  C.  Bonnet,  by  a  Layman,  574.  Its  observance  in 
some  cases  impossible,  594.    Not  strictiy  adhered  to  by  our  Bishops,  ibid. 

RuLB  OF  Faith.    Scripture  and  Tradition  together,  248.   See  Scripture  and  TraSticn. 

Sacrambnts.  How  they  have  come  to  receive  the  names  of  the  things  which  they 
signify,  344. 

Sacrificb.  Notion  of  utterly  repudiated  by  our  Church,  417*  Hooker  quoted  by  Mr. 
Perceval  in  support  of  Tractarian  views,  418. 

Scholbpibld,  Propbsbor.  Sermons  on  Scriptural  Grounds  qf  Union,  quoted,  470 ; 
on  The  Oirittian  Altar,  423. 

Soobbll,  Rbv.  E.    His  Thought m  on  Church  Subjeett,  591. 

Scott,  Rbv.  Thumar.    His  Hemarks  on  Bishop  Tomline^s  R^utation  of  Calvinism,  565. 
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SoouoALL.    His  Chrittian  Liffy  referred  to  on  the  subject  of  Beterve,  472; 

ScBiPTUBB.  Violence  done  to,  by  the  Tractuians,  702.  Doctrines  of  Faith  said  to  be 
in  it  by  a  sort  of  accident,  248 ;  not  the  sole  authoritative  judge,  ibid, ;  suifi- 
denoy  of,  difference  between  the  parties  with  respect  to,  244.  Views  of  Mr. 
Paget,  223;  of  the  BrUi^  CriHo,  224 ;  of  Messrs.  Newman,  Pusey,  and 
Keble,  244,  245.  Inconsistency  and  contradiction  of  the  Tractarians  on  this 
point,  245.    Exposition  adopted  by  our  Church,  364. 

Sbao»4  Bxv.  Charlxs.  His  attempt  to  revive  the  practice  of  Auricular  Confession, 
528  ;  his  secession  to  Rome,  ibid. 

SscsBSzoNs.  List  of,  from  Tractarianism  to  Popery,  698 ;  attempts  of  Mr.  Newman, 
Dn  Pusey,  and  the  English  Churchman,  to  throw  the  blame  of  them  on  the 
Bishops,  698, 699.  Effects  of  secessions  to  Popery  in  the  seventeenth  century, 
698. 

SxwKLL,  Rby.  W.  Extract  from  his  Sermon  on  7%«  Duip  qf  Twng  Mm  in  Tme$  of 
Ckmiroversjff  259. 

Shuttlbworth,  Dr.  His  Not  Tradiiion  but  Scripture,  notice  of  in  the  BriHA 
CriHc,  701. 

SiBTHORP,  Rxv.  W.  Lamentation  of  the  Tablet  over  his  return  to  the  Church  of 
England,  698.  • 

Sin.  Distinction  between  mortal  and  venial,  382.  Extracts  from  Ward's  Catechism, 
ibid.  Statements  of  Dr.  Pusey,  distreesing  effects  of,  ibid,  Extract  from  Bishop 
Pearson,  385 ;  from  Hammond,  ibid.  No  wairant  in  Scripture  for  confident 
hope  of  pardon,  406 :  no  plenary  pcurdon  for,  in  this  life,  383i  Scripture  said 
to  be  silent  on  the  subject,  382.    Views  of  Mr.  Ward,  406* 

Sinclair,  Archdbacon«  His  (^tettione  iUuetraUng  ike  Catechism  qfthe  Churth  ofEng- 
landy  380.    Explanation  of  the  terms  of  Regeneration  and  Renovation,  ibid, 

Snuaus,  Saint.    Quoted  by  Mr.  Christie,  112. 

Smith,  Profrssor.    His  Sermon  b^ore  the  Bishop  and  Clergy  qf  Cloghery  371. 

SoDOR  AND  Man,  Bishop  op  (Short).  His  Church  History,  589.  Cited  by  Mr.Perceval, 
as  a  witness  to  the  good  effects  of  Tractarianism,  168.  His  Uttie  sympathy 
with  the  Tractarian  System,  ibid.  His  testimony  to  the  good  done  by  the 
Wesleyans,  ibid.  Cause  to  which  he  ascribes  the  improved  state  of  the 
Clergy,  ibid. 

Sparrow,  Bishop  Anthony.    Collection  qfArUdes  and  Sermons,  604. 

Sprncbr,  Rrv.  G.    His  Letter  to  the  Univers,  681. 

St.  David^s,  Bishop  op,  (Thirl wall).  Fears  the  Teachers  more  than  the  Disciples, 
132  ;  opposite  view  of  the  Bishop  of  Oxford,  ibid.  His  statement  respecting 
the  prefessions  of  the  Tractarians  on  the  subject  of  Tradition,  examined,  248. 
Has  lost  sight  of  the  real  question  at  issue  on  the  subject  of  Beserve,  469. 
Appears  to  draw  an  erroneous  inference  from  a  passage  in  JDr.  Arnold's 
Christian  Ufe,  331.  His  assertion  that  the  controversy  on  Justification  is  a 
dispute  of  words,  examined,  368 — 370.  Remarks  on  his  quotation  from  Dr. 
Arnold  on  Desiderata  in  the  English  Church,  504.  His  statement  that  Mr. 
Newman  does  not  intend  to  intimate  that  the  teaching  of  our  Church  is 
consistent  with  the  Tridentine  decrees  on  any  other  point  than  the  Twenty- 
second  Article,  569. 

SapRBMACY  OF  THR  PopR.    Mr.  Palmer  (Magdalen  College),  ready  to  submit  to  it,  52. 

SuRPLicB,  use  of  in  the  Pulpit ;  forbidden  except  in  Colleges  and  Cathedral  Churches, 
591. 

Symons,  Dr.  His  Sermon  on  the  Claims  of  the  Church  qf  England  upon  her  Members, 
503. 
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Tapbrs,  Lighted,  to  be  placed  on  the  Altar,  700. 

Taylor,  Bishop  Jbesmy,  shockingly  Heretical,  IM. 

TsRTUiLUN.  His  exposition  of  John  vL  opposed  to  that  of  the  Bishop  of  Exeter, 
362. 

Toronto,  Bishop  of,  (Strachan).  His  views  of  the  Reformation  at  yariance  with 
those  of  the  BriH^  Onltc,  and  Mr.  Froudeli  Editions,  34, 35.  Extraordinary 
benefits  ascribed  by  his  Lordship  to  the  labours  of  the  Traetarians,  61.  153. 
157.    His  description  of  the  persons  who  will  condemn  the  Traetarians,  157. 

TowNSBNDy  Rbv.  Grorob.  His  Charge  of  1H38,  472 ;  Notice  of,  by  the  BriHA  Oriticy 
701. 

Tracts  por  thb  Timrs.    Quoted,  26.  36.  44.  63.  78.  103.  123.  244, 245.  248.  332.  347. 
383.  424.  431.  469.  686. 
Their  relative  value  in  the  Colonies  and  the  Mother  Country,  152. 

Tract  90.  Its  immoral  principles  and  flagrant  dishonesty,  102 ;  condemned  by  the 
Bishop  of  Oxford,  and  the  Hebdomadal  Board,  36.  103;  vindicated  by 
Messrs.  Ward,  Hook,  Keble,  Pusey,  and  all  the  leading  TractarianSy  103. 
139.  Its  continued  republication  and  vindication  not  to  be  reconciled  with 
reverence  for  Episcopacy,  36.  103.  145.  Its  earliest  condemnation,  162.  A 
desperate  effort  to  "  regulate  the  course  of  the  more  Eealons,**  156.  List  of 
publiisations  connected  with,  570,  571. 753.  Letter  of  the  Four  Tutors^  667. 
Letter  of  Mr.  Newman  to  the  Vice-chancellor,  668.  Resolutions  of  the 
Hebdomadal  Board,  668 ;  its  condemnation  declared  by  Dr.  Hook  to  be  an 
act  of  '^usurped  authority,**  668 ;  ascribed  by  Mr.  Perceval  to  ''  merely  pei^ 
sonal  hostility,  and  furious  agitation,**  ihut ;  testimony  of  Mr.  Newman  to 
the  contrary,  ibUL 

Tractarians. 

Their  penonai  character,  Mr.  Bird*B  remarks  on  6od*8  purpose  in  exposing 
his  creatures  to  the  danger  of  embracing  error  recommended  by  personal 
goodness  in  its  advocates,  133.  Want  of  character  in  the  Mormon  leaders,  141. 
The  worst  heresies  propagated  by  honest  and  conscientious  men,  493.  Illus- 
trations of  their  Meekness,  Charity,  and  Forbearance,  688_694.  Their 
''total  indifference  to  consequences,**  99. 

TTieir  Theology.  Not  that  of  the  body  of  the  English  Chureh ;  directly  op- 
posed to  that  of  the  Divines  of  the  17th  century,  146 ;  opinions  of  the  Bidiops 
of  Exeter,  Ossory,  &c.  146,  opposed  to  that  of  the  Bishop  of  Oxford  on  this 
head,  147.  Their  masquerade  orthodoxy,  57.  Their  writings  marked  by 
moral  and  intellectual  faults,  245.  Their  professions  on  the  subject  of  TVa- 
dition  not  to  be  trusted,  248.  Their  irreverent  carelessness  in  handling  the 
Word  of  God,  702. 

Their  conduct  towards  the  Church*  Inconsistent  with  the  obligationB  of 
members  of  her  communion,  503.  Dissatisfaction  both  of  Teachers  and  Dis- 
ciples with  her  Formularies,  132.  Their  want  of  deference,  '503.  Their 
''no  common**  love  for  the  Chureh  sadly  ill-requited,  147- 

Their  conduct  at  eontroverHaliMte,  700—706.  Misrepresent  the  sentiments 
of  our  standard  Divines,  146,  147.  Specimens  of  their  misquotations,  433. 
702—706 ;  of  their  treatment  of  opponents,  57.  130.  143,  144.  172,  173, 174. 
700—702. 

T%eir  reverence  for  Epieeopacy,  695^-697,  698,  699.  Mr.  Newman*s  im- 
precation upon  the  Bishopric  of  Jerusalem,  114.  The  Bishop  of  Worcester 
accused  of  damnable  heresy,  174.  194.  Bishop  Jeremy  Taylor  shockingly 
heretical,  194.     Bishop  Latimer  something  in  the  Bulteel  line,  697-    Arch- 
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[Tractarians]  bishop  Wbateley^  hereeiesy  174.  Republication  and  yindication  of 
Tract  90,  145.  Continued  publication  of  Popish  Manuals  of  Devotion,  630. 
Hr.  Keble*s  scheme  of  migration  from  one  Diocese  to  another  according  to  the 
sentiments  of  the  Diocesan,  635.  Treatment  of  the  Bishops  of  Chester  and 
Hereford  by  Mr.  Perceval  (See  Perceval)  \  of  the  Bishop  of  Oloucester  (See 
OUmeeeier),  Treatment  of  the  Tracts  on  Reserre  by  the  Bishops,  according 
to  Dr.  Pusey,  436,  Mr.  Woodgate,  472,  and  the  BriHeh  Critic,  ibid.  Their 
Lordships*  ignorance  of  the  Fathers,  and  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the  his- 
torical argument,  173 ;  blamed  as  the  causes  of  the  recent  secessions,  698, 
699. 

Their  feelingi  toward  the  R^omuition.  Their  continuous  protest  against 
the  odious  Reformation,  67.    Their  intense  hatred  of  it,  496. 

Their  leaning  towards  Popery,  56,  57.  Remarks  of  the  Bishop  of  Lincoln, 
150 ;  their  daily  approach  to  Rome,  both  in  doctrine  and  affectionate  feeling, 
126. 

Their  eeeetsion  from  the  Church.  Viewed  by  the  Bishops  of  Hereford, 
London,  and  Ossory,  in  a  different  light  from  the  Bishop  of  Oxford,  145.  An 
evil  less  to  be  dreaded  than  the  unprotestantizing  the  National  Church,  145. 
Anticipated  by  the  Romanists,  150.  The  Bishops  blamed  as  the  authors  of 
145.  698.  699. 

Tragtarianisu. 

Its  oriffin,  rise,  and  progress.  Views  of  its  origin  by  Bishop  M'llvaine,  the 
Bishops  of  Chester  and  Calcutta,  Dr.  Arnold,  Mr.  Pratt,  Mr.  Perceval, 
Mr.  Bird,  40,  41 ;  opposite  views  of  Dr.  Pusey,  129.  Progress  of  the 
Manichees  and  Mormons  compared  with  that  of  the  Tractarians,  123. 

Its  character,  tendency,  and  effects,  ^'Another  Gospel,**  137*  A  re- 
vival of  the  exploded  errors  of  Popery,  40.  Compared  with  the  Laudian 
movement,  125.  682 — 685.  Its  character  concealed  at  first  under  the  veil  of 
poetic  mysticiBm,  40.  The  system  described  by  Mr.  Oarbett,  643.  Its 
effects  in  India,  123.  List  of  publications  on  the  subject  of  the  tendency  of 
the  movement,  643  ;  balance  of  good  and  evil  resulting  from  it,  161.  163. 

Its  opponents.  Character  and  qualifications  of,  compared  with  those  of  its 
supporters,  135  ;  stigmatized  as  gratuitous  agitators,  143.  Opinion  of  the 
Bishop  of  Montreal,  144. 

TRAnrrioN.  The  real  question  at  issue,  247.  Views  of  Messrs.  Fronde,  Newman, 
and  Keble,  248.  Full  Doctrines  of  the  Trinity  and  Incarnation  said  to  be 
known  by  Tradition,  248.  List  of  publications  connected  with  this  branch  of 
the  controversy,  243. 

Trollops,  Mrs.    See  Paget,  Bev.  F.  E. 

Ultra-Protestants,  So  called.  Their  views  exaggerated  and  misrepresented  by 
the  Tractarians,  130.  686,  687  '•  correctly  stated  by  the  Bishop  of  Calcutta, 
644^647. 

Unction,  Extreme.    A  desideratum  in  the  English  Church,  419. 

Unfft.     Required  by  the  Scriptures,  what,  298. 

Usher,  Archbishop.    Extract  from,  on  Baptismal  Regeneration,  375. 

Valentinuln.     His  want  of  Baptism,  374. 

ViROiN  Mary. Her  present  power  and  influence  asserted  by  Mr.  Newman,  110. 

See  Ma/ry. 

Virginity.  Treatise  of  St.  Ambrose,  published  by  Mr.  Christie,  111  ;  a  grace  harder 
to  acquire  in  the  present  state  of  the  Anglican  Church  than  elsewhere.  111 ; 
means  of  acquiriDg  it,  ibid. 
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Wakb,  Archbishop.  His  Commentarif  on  ike  Chureh  Oaiechitm,  342 ;  his  triplication 
of  the  words  <'  given  unio  ««,**  ibid.  His  Prineipiet  qf  the  ChritHan  ReRgion^ 
410.  His  views  of  the  Real  Pieseiioe,  Hid.  Passage  froniy  suppceased  in 
Dr.  Puse/s  Catena,  ibid.  Value  of  his  testimony  stated  by  the  Bishop  of 
Exeter,  412. 

Ward,  Rrv.  G.  His  rererenoe  for  Episoopacy,  173 ;  his  Review  of  Mr.  Goode^ 
Divine  JtuU,  ibid.  His  Few  More  Worde  in  eupport  qf  IVaei  90, 103w  565. 
509.  His  Ideal  of  a  CMsHan  Church,  566.  568.  Reprints  Mr.  Richards' 
*'most  andadous  Catechism/*  suppressed  by  the  Bishop  of  London,  96. 
382. 

Washing  op  thr  Fbrt.    Ceremony  on  Haundy  Thursday,  768. 

Watbr.    Mixed  with  wine  in  the  Eucharist  by  Mr.  Newman,  519. 

Whatblt,  Archbishop.    See  Dublin, 

Whbatly.    Partially  adopted  the  views  of  the  Nonjurors,  98. 

Wilbbrforcb,  Archdbaoon  Samubl.  His  Sermon  en  the  Ministry  qf  iiseonci/ttfion, 
436. 

Williams,  Rbv.  Isaac.  His  Tracts  on  Reserve,  63.  See  Reeerve,  Avows  himself 
the  Author  of  Tract  86,  78  ;  the  supposed  author  of  Tract  75,  and  of  the 
Hor»  Ganonicn,  ibid.  His  Tract  on  the  Changes  in  the  Prayer  Book,  416. 
419.  520.    His  Remarks  on  the  Charge  of  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester,  427. 

WiNCHBSTBR,  BisHOP  OP  (Sumnxr).  His  vicws  ou  Rcscrve  not  in  accordance  with 
those  of  the  Tractarians,  431—483.  His  Aiinuterial  Okaroeter  qf  Christ 
misquoted,  433. 

WiSBif  AN,  Dr.  His  Letter  to  the  Earl  qf  Shrewburif,  126.  His  Letter  to  Mr,  New- 
man^  126.  569.    Rejoices  in  the  Romeward  progress  of  the  Tractarians,  126. 

WooDOATB,  Rxv.  H.  Arthur.  His  Analyeis  qfthe  Tracts  on  Reserve  ;  want  of  can- 
dour with  which  it  is  conducted,  471. 

WoRCBSTXR,  Bishop  op  (Pbfts).  Review  of  his  Charge  in  the  English  Churdisnanj 
695.    Accused  of  damnable  heresy,  174.  194.  696. 

Works.     Efficacy  attributed  to,  359.  707.     Propitiatory  value  of,  703. 

Wrxxhill,  Vicar  op.    See  Paget  and  TroUope, 

Wtntbr,  Dr.    Remarks  on,  from  the  English  Churohmany  692. 

YoRKB,  Rev.  C.  J.  His  Respectful  Address  to  the  Bishop  qf  London,  561.  His 
Puseyism  qfall  Ages,  notice  of  in  the  British  Critic,  702. 
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ADDENDA. 

The  following  should  have  been  inserted  in  the  list  of  publications  connected  with 
Tract  90  and  Uie  Interpretation  of  the  Articles,  pp.  570.  571. 

1.  Tbactabian. 
On  Suhtcripiion  io  the  Thirtj^ine  Articles,    Letter  to  the  Rev*  Charles  Elrinfftcn, 
I>»D,f  Regius  Prqfessor  ofDi-Oiniiy  in  the  University  of  Dublin  ;  occasioned  by  his  Sermon 
in  Trinity  CoUege  Chapel,     By  the  Hon.  and  Rev.  A.  P.  Pbrcbval,  B.C.L.  Ac. 

3.  Anti-tbactabxan. 

Subscription  to  the  Thirty-nine  Articles.  A  Sermon  preached  in  the  Chapel 
qf  Trinity .  College,  Dublin,  on  Sunday  the  20th  of  February,  1842.  By  Chablbb 
R.  Elbinoton,  D.D.,  Regius  Professor  of  Divinity,  &c. 

A  Second  Letter  to  the  Rev.  E,  B,  Pusey,  D.D,,  in  reference  to  his  Letter  to  the  Rev. 
R.  W.  Jelf,  D.D.  By  Obobgb  Hillbb,  D.D.,  formerly  Fellow  of  Trinity  College, 
Dublin.  

Page  364, line  36, after  the  words  "  is' not  siifficient,**  the  following  ^'additional  note*' 
of  the  Bishop  of  London  should  have  been  inserted  :— 

**  The  sacraments  are  neither  empty  signs  to  them  who  believe,  nor  effectual  causes 
''  of  grace  to  them  who  believe  not.  The  mistake,  on  both  sides,  arises  from  the  want 
*'  of  duly  considering  the  nature  of  these  seals,  and  that  kind  of  union  that  is  betwixt 
"  them  and  the  grace  thev  represent,  which  is  real,  though  not  natural  or  physical,  as 
**  thev  speak ;  so  that,  although  they  do  not  save  all  who  partake  of  them,  yet  they  do 
"  really  and  effectually  save  believers  (for  whose  salvation  they  are  means,)  as  the  other 
*'  external  ordinances  of  God  do.  Though  they  have  not  that  power  which  is  peculiar 
"  to  the  Author  of  them,  yet  a  power  they  have,  such  as  befits  their  nature,  and  by 
'^  reason  of  which  they  are  truly  said  to  sanctify  and  justify,  and  so  to  save,  as  the 
**  Apostle  here  avers  of  Baptism.'*— *^^.  Leighton  on  1  Pet.  iii.  21. 


Also,  by  the  iame  Auihwr^ 


RESIGNATION  AND  LAY  COMMUNION:  PfiorsMOB  Keble's  View  of 
the  Position  and  Duties  of  the  Thactabiamb,  as  described  in  his  Lbttbk  to  ths 
Hon.  Mr.  Justice  Coleeidoe.    I«. 

IL 

PREACHING:  ITS  WARRANT,  SUBJECT,  AND  EFFECTS;  Con- 
sidered  with  reference  to  <<  The  Teactb  foe  the  Tuces.*"    In  Tvo  Se&mone, 
published  at  the  request  of  the  Mayor^  Aldermen,  and  Councillors  of  the  City  of 
Oxford :  and  A  Sermon  preached  before  the  University  at  St.  MaiyX    Witii  • 
an  Appendix.    5«.  6dL 

III. 

"  IS  THERE  NOT  A  CAUSE  r  A  Lettee  to  the  Rev.  E.  B.  Pueey,  D.D., 
Regius  Professor  of  Hebrew,  and  Canon  of  Christ  Church,  Oxford.     I«. 

IV. 

«  HOR£  CANONICJB  :**  The  Liturgy  as  it  t#,  or  The  Liturgy  as  it  kmu  9  A 
Second  Letter  to  Dr.  Pussy.    U. 

V. 
THE  TRACTS  FOR  THE    TIMES   CONTINUED.     A  Letter  to  the 

HONOURAELE  AND  RlGHT  ReTEREND  THE  LoRD  BiSHOP  OF  OXFORD.      1«. 

* 

VL 

TEN  REASONS  FOR  REPEALING  THE  HAMPDEN  STATUTE. 
By  a  Member  of  Confocation  who  voted  for  the  passing  of  the  Statute  in 
1836. 


VIL 

THE  GRIEVANCE  OF  CHURCH  RATES:  A  Letter  to  Philip  Puset, 
Esq.,  M.P.  In  which  the  arguments  of  the  Abolitionists  are  examined,  their 
misrepresentations  exposed,  and  their  conduct  towards  the  Establishment  com- 
pared with  that  of  honest  and  conscientious  Dissenters.  With  an  Appendix  ; 
containing  a  correspondence  between  the  Author  and  Dr.  Bennett,  of  Silver- 
street  Chapel,  Cheapside,  upon  the  desecration  of  the  Lord*8  Supper,  and  the 
^  sin  committed**  by  the  members  of  the  Establishment  in  the  ''affair**  of  Churdi- 
rates,  &c.— 8vo,  pp.  72,    !«. 

VIII. 

A  WORD  TO  HIS  PARISHIONERS,  on  their  Duty  to  the  Church,  with 
reference  to  the  Church-rate  question. 
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